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Current Topics. 


The Trinity Cause Lists. 


THE AGGREGATE of the Appeal List remains practically 
unaltered since the commencement of the last sittings. There 
were then 145 appeals and there are now 149. There were 179 
a year ago. The King’s Bench appeals have risen from 92 at 
the last sittings to 104 now, while the Chancery Division 
appeals have dropped to 20, surely the smallest number in 
recent years. The Chancery Cause Lists have fallen from a total 
of 355 causes and matters at the last sittings to 315, with 42 
company matters. Thero were 304 a year ago. The King’s 
Bench Lists have diminished from 843 at the last sittings to 
743. There were 819 a year ago. 


The New Judges Bill. 

AS WE REMARKED a fortnight ago, some anxiety is felt as to 
the future of the Bill authorizing the Government to add two 
judges to the HighCourt. The sitting of Parliament is deferred 
till next month, and much time will then be consumed in 
debating the Civil List, the new Budget, and other necessary 
legislation. Notice has been given of a number of amendments 
to the Bill, some of them almost illusory, but more than one of 
which will give every opportunity for acrimonious discussion. We 
understand that a large majority of the legal members of the House 
are in favour of the Bill, and will spare no effort to enable it to 
become law, though they are disposed to think that an all-night 
sitting of the House may in the last resort be required to defeat 
the active opposition to the measure. It is probable that those 
who resist the amendments will be recommended to abstain from 
taking any part in the discussion, as anything which tends to 
prolong the debates will strengthen the hands of those whose last 


resource is delay. 


A Change in the Numbering of the Statutes, 

ONE RESULT of the accession of King GrorGE will be the 
introduction of a change in the numbering of the statutes and 
the return to the system which prevailed in the reign of the late 
Queen VictorIA. Queen VicTORIA ascended the throne in June, 
1837, and, inasmuch as sessions of Parliament usually begin some 
time before, and continue some time after, the month of June, the 
Acts passed in the Session of 1838 are cited as the Acts passed 
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in tbe session of Parliament held in the first and second year 
of her Majesty, or, more briefly, “1 & 2 Vict.” Queen VICTORIA 
died on the 22nd of January, 1901, and the late King succeeded 
to the throne before the commencement of the Session of Parlia- 
t for 1901. The Acts for 1901 are accordingly Acts of 1 
7, those of 1902 of 2 Ed. 7, and it was never 
necessary during the late King’s reign to describa a statute as 
having been passed in a session holden in more than one year 
of his reign. The Acts for 1911 will in future, however, be Ac s 
of ] & 2 George, and so on in succeeding years. It was the 
custom in the volumes of statutes to distinguish those passed before 
the anniversary of the accession of Queen VICTORIA from those 
passed after that date ; for instance, the Act to provide further 
money for the Uganda Railway (which received the Royal Assent 
on the 25th of June, 1900) is described in its place as 63 Vict. e. 
11, while the Act to ¢ mstitute the Commonwealth of Australia 
(9th July, 1900) is described as 63 & 64 Vict. But it is 
difficult to see the object or advantage of these distinctions, for 
thie: Act 63 Vict. c. 11 became law at the end of the session 
and was thereafter cited as 63 & 64 Vict. c. 11. It was passed 
in the session of Parliament held in the sixty-third and sixty- 
fourth years of the reign of Queen VICTORIA. 


Actions in the King’s Bench Division. 


‘IT APPEARS to be admitted that in the King’s Bench Division 
the number of cases tried or disposed of is less than it was some 
years ago. But there is some controversy as to the cause of this 
diminution in the dispatch of business. There has been, probably 
sirrce the Judicature Acts came into operation, a great change in 
the character of the cases tried, but we must refer to the evidence 
of Mr. Justice GRANTHAM before the committee which recently 
met to consider the state of business in the King’s Bench 
Division for other reasons why the trial of cases is nowadays 
prolonged. The learned judge gives as one reason the modern 
‘prattice with regard to the discovery of documents. The parties 
ate often required to bring into court copies of every single letter 
‘relating to the transaction before the court. In one case tried 
‘before the same judge there were 1,170 pages of correspondence, 
each page practically representing one letter. Another reason is 
the telephone and shorthand-writing. In the old days, when the 
‘selicitors had to write their letters themselves, they never wrote 
except under compulsion, but it is easier to dictate to a shorthand 
‘elétk, and the number of letters is now greatly increased. These 
‘doeuments are not only frequently read at the trial and commented 
upon at length, but even when they are not read, they supply 
matter for investigation which tends to lengthen the trial. The 
conclusion from these facts appears to be that cases are in fact 
longer, and are likely in the future to become longer rather than 
shorter ; and unless some arrangement can be made whereby 
courts are constituted which keep continuously at the same work, 
we are afraid that many litigants, rather than face the expense 
and delay of protracted inquiries, will resort to some informal 
‘and more expeditious tribunal. 


The Law of the Air. 


JUST AS the introduction of steam, and afterwards electricity, 
into the arena of practical everyday life, opened new fields for 
‘jurisprudence, both theoretical and practical, so new fields must 
inevitably be opened by the rapid development of aerial naviga- 
tion. The International Aerial Navigation Conference is now 
sitting at Paris. M. MILLERAND, the French Minister of 
Public Works, in welcoming the members to Paris, referred to 


“their task as an indispensable one requiring the co-operation of | 


the practical engineer, the jurist, and the diplomatist. The 
prominence of law in the work of the conference is indicated 
by the fact that an eminent French jurisconsult and international 
‘-lawyer—M. Louis ReNAuLT—has been elected president. <A 
special sub-committee has been appointed to deal with questions 
of law. The further announcement is made in the daily press 
that the first international Aerial Law Congress will be held at 
: Verona from the 31st of May tothe 2ndof June. One of the first 
and most important tasks for theoretical jurisprudence to accom- 
plish in connection with aerial navigation will be to depose the 
maxim cujus est solum ejus est usque ad celum from its present pre- 











eminence. Many persons appear to think that all questions of 
difficulty canbe solved by citing this outworn maxim, which was 
not even true when invoked by CokE. Its many practical limitations 
are even now widely recognized, however, and it will be interest- 
ing to observe how far continental law, both public and private, 
will bring its theory into line with what is really an established, if 
not yet very widely recognized, rule of the English law of private 
property, viz., that a landowner has not as a matter of course the 
same rights of proprietorship over the air above his land as he 
has over the land and buildings themselves. 


‘*Final” or “Interlocutory.” 

THE CASE of Je Page (1910, 1 Ch. 489), in the Court of 
Appeal, shews that there may still be considerable difficulty in 
saying whether an order is fina] or interlocutory for the purpose 
of determining the period allowed for appealing, though it might 
be imagined that the natural meaning of the words furnishes a 
sufficiently easy test. A final order must be one which disposes 
of the questions raised in the action ; an interlocutory order must 
be one which disposes of some point preliminary to the hearing. 
Judged in this way, the result in Re Page should have been obvious. 
An application was made that the action should be dismissed as 
frivolous and vexatious. The application was successful, and the 
action was dismissed. This was final as regards that action, and 
BucKLEY, L.J., recognized as much. ‘“ This,” he said, “is an 
order in favour of the defendants, and it brings this action 
altogether to anend. Tomy mind it would be reasonable to say 
that that isa final order.” We imagine that it would not only be 
reasonable, but, according to the meaning of words, inevitable, and 
yet the learned Lord Justice was not prepared to differ from the 
opposite view taken by Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Moutrov, L.J. 
Certainly the cases give room for doubt, but that is because 
on previous occasions, as well as on the present, attention has 
not been paid to the meaning of the words. In Swlaman vy. 
Warner (1891, 1 Q. B. 734) it was said that an order is not final 
unless it will dispose of the action whichever way it is made, 
and in the present case an order in favour of the piaintiffs would 
have allowed the action to proceed. But this is to determine 
the meaning of “ final” in the event which happens by reference 
to an event which does not happen. If, in fact, the order dis- 
poses of the litigation it is final. That, however, is not the 
meaning adopted, and an order dismissing an action as frivolous 
and vexatious is to be classed as interlocutory. Since the reduction 
of the period for final appeals from one year to three months, 
the matter is not so important as it used to be, but it would 
perhaps be more convenient to interpret the rules according 
to the language used. 


The Election Petitions for Hartlepool and East 
Dorset. 

THE RESULT of the recent election petitions will lead many 
persons to consider whether the existing procedure is not open 
to serious objections, A protracted trial, occupying the time of 
two judges of the High Court at a time when it is widely 
believed that the King’s Bench Division is undermanned ; a 
lavish expenditure, far heavier than many candidates for Parlia- 
ment would be able to sustain; much local excitement and ill- 
feeling, and the lame and impotent conclusion that a member is 
unseated, with the certain prospect that someone sharing his 
opinions, probably a near relation, will quickly be elected in his 
place. We have never been able to see why an election petition 
should be instituted and controlled by private individuals instead 
of an official prosecutor. It is notorious that in a large number 
of elections no petition is presented for the simple reason that 
the unsuccessful party is, equally with the member elected, 
liable to the charge of illegal practices or—what is still more 
objectionab!e—because both parties are interested in preventing 
the disclosure of matters which may bring the whole constituency 
into discredit. The Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention 
Act, 1883, does indeed recognize the necessity for an official 
inquiry into alleged corrupt or illegal practices, for it enacts, by 
section 45, that where information 1s given to the Director ol 
Public Prosecutions that any corrupt or illegal practices have 
prevailed with reference to any election, it shall be his duty 
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subject to the regulations under the Prosecution of Offences Act, 
1879, to make such inquiries and institute such prosecutions as 
the cirzumstances of the case appear to him to require. Prosecu- 
tions for election offences are not a convenient method for 
bringing them to light, for juries take a very indulgent view of 
misconduct during an election. We believe that the best tribunal 
to inquire into the conduct of an election is a judge or com- 
missioners, and althongh the Government which instituted the 
inquiries might occasionally be accused of partiality, it would 
gradually become more difficult to shew any ground for such 
accusations. 


Extradition. 

A NOVEL POINT has recently been taken in an extradition case. 
One MAx KOHEN was charged. with the extradition offence of 
receiving stolen goods in France : see Morning Post of May 20th. 
It appeared that Konen had been acquitted in Paris of the 
charge now preferred, but, the prosecutor having appealed, 
KOHEN was convicted, and (in his absence) sentenced to three 
years imprisonment. It was now urged on the defendant's 
behalf that, as there could not be under English law an appeal 
against an acquittal by a jury, the magistrate had no power to 
commit the defendant for extradition. Tbe magistrate, however, 
did commit, and left the point to be raised in the High Court if 
necessary. The contention that a difference between French and 
English law might oust the extradition powers of the magistrate 
seems to be only justified on the analogy of the law relating to 
foreign judgments. But there is no such analogy in this respect 
between foreign judgments and extradition. The case is governed 
entirely by statute, and the relevant enactment is contained in 
section 10 of the Extradition Act, 1870: “In the case of a 
fugitive criminal alleged to have been convicted of an extradition 
crime, if such evidence is produced as (subject to the provisions 
of this Act) would, according to the law of England, prove that 
the prisoner was convicted of such crime, the police magistrate 
shall commit him to prison, but otherwise shall order him to be 
discharged.” He need only be proved to have been convicted. 
Even a suggestion that the dema:d for extradition is not made 
in good faith and in the interests-of justice will not be considered 
by the court: see /?e Arton (1896, 1 Q. B. 108). In that case 
WILLs, J., said : ‘‘ We must assume that the French courts will 
administer justice in accordance with their own law.” Equally 
must it be assumed that the foreign courts have administered 
justice in accordance with their own law, even though that law 
hapnens to differ radically from the law governing similar cases 
in England. In fact, the only defence a person convicted abroad 
could adopt would be to shew (under section 9 of the Extradition 
Act) that the crime was an offence of a political character, or else 
it was not an extradition crime at all. 


Stamp Duty on Premium Leases of Small Houses, 

A CORKESPONDENT, whose letter, together with a copy of a 
letter from him to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, we print 
elsewhere, has discovered an obvious flaw in the Finance Act, 
1910; so obvious, indeed, that there ought to be some way of 
getting over it by areas nable construction of the Act. One of 
the objects of the Act is to increase the revenue from stamp 
duties, and for that purpose the duties on conveyances on sale and 
on leases are doubled ; but section 73, which doubles the duty 
on conveyances on sale, ends with the proviso that the section 
shall not apply “to a conveyance or transfer where the 
amount or value of the consideration for the sale does not 
exceed £500.” Section 75, which doubles the duty on leases, 
contains no corresponding proviso, and it was doubtless not con- 
templated that the section might apply toa lease which is in sub- 
stance asale. But this is the case where, as poi.ted out by our 





correspondent, the granting of the lease is a step in the purchase 
of a house ; that is, where the purchaser pays in cash for the, 
building, but takes the site on a long lease at a ground- 
rent. This is carried out by means of a lease, for which the 
consideration is both the payment of the lump sum and the 
ground-rent. As regards the lump sum, the transaction is really 
one of sale, and the Stamp Act, 1891, recognizes this by 
charging in respect of it “the same duty as a conveyance on 


sale for the same consideration” ; as regards the ground-rent, 
the transaction is a lease, and the ad valorem lease Sey is pay- 
able. Now comes section 75 with its direction that the “ stamp 
duties chargeable under the heading ‘ Lease or Tack’ in hm 
First Schedule to the principal Act” are to be double “ tha 
duties which would have been chargeable immediately before 
the passing of the Act under that heading.” This looks very 
much as though the premium duty and the ground-rent duty. 
were both to be first calculated as though the Act of 1910 
had not been passed, ard then doub'ed; and if this is the 
correct interpretation, there is no chance of applying the 
exemption in favour of sales under £500 to the premium duty. 
According to our correspondent this is the view taken by the 
revenue authorities, but it is so opposed to the principle of the 
Acts that we are surprised that, even if technically right, ity 
not waived in practice. This, we believe, used to be a frequén 

method of avoiding harshness in the operation of the Starhp 
Acts. Even, however, on the construction of section 75 we 
doubt whether the revenue authorities are right. The Act" of 
1910 does not shew any intention to alter the principle that a 
premium is to pay conveyance duty, and this principle should 
override the apparent effect of the words of section 75; so that 
the premium duty would be within section 73 and have the bene- 
fit of the proviso where the premium is under £500. It certainly 
seems to be a case where the frame and object of the principal 
Act should avoid an accidental effect of the literal construction 
of the subordinate Act. . 


‘ 

The Definition of Full Site Value: +. 
A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, raises a 
question as to section 25 (2) cf the Finance Act, 1910, which bas 
probably occurred to man’ wa») h.ve read that—apparently—+ 
awkwardly drafted provi ios ‘ull site value” is defined as 
the remainder after deducting from gross value the differance 
between gross value and the value of the land divested : of 
buildings. This, of course, is a roundabout way of defining full 
site value as the value of the land divested of buildings. Our 
correspondent, with his algebraical equipment, makes this quite 
clear, and he naturally suggests that the straightforward definition 
shouli have been adopted. This, in fact, was done in the 
original form of the clause, namely, clause 14 (2) of the Finaice 
Bill as first introduced. That clause spoke only of total valub-+ 
that is, the market value of the fee simple ; and site value—that 
is, the hypothetical market value of the land divested of buildings. 
In each cage the land was supposed to be sold free from incum- 
brances, but subject to easements and restrictive covenants. In 
other words, the site value was arrived at by deducting both in 
respect of bu:ldings and in’respect of easements and covenants. 
Then at a late stage this comparately simple scheme of valug- 
tion was dropyed, and the scheme of the present Act wag 
introduced, a scheme certainly more complex in appearance, 
though possibly it will prove more convenient to work, in 
practice. It mentions four values—the gross value, in which 
the land is valued with the buildings and free from easements 
and covenants; full site value, in which it is valued without 
the buildings, but again free from easements and covenants,; 
total value, in which it is valued with the buildings, but subject 
to easements and covenants ; and assessable site value, in which 
it is valued divested of buildings and subjecc to easements and 
covenants, and with deduction for various improvement expenses 
and other matters. That, at least, is the scheme, expressed, we 
hope, in reasonably clear language. But that is not the way in 
which the actual values are arrived at. This is done by ythe 
method of differences which our correspondent criticizes, nd 
which is used not only for arriving at ‘full site value” but alap 
for arriving at “total value.” Then when “ assessable site 


| value ’ is wanted, this is got by deducting, in the first instance, the 


>? 
difference (g —d)— to use our correspondent’s symbols—from total 
value. It is a little difficult to make the matter clear, save hy; a 


concrete example or by an elaborate use of algebraical symbols 
but we imagine that the reason why sub-section 2 was drafted ip 
its present form was simply to ascertain the difference (g — d)—- 
which is in effect the value of the buildings——-in order that this 
might be ready for use when “ assessable site value” came tape 
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defined in sub-section 4. Except for this object sub-section 2 
in its present form would be an absurdity, and whatever its 
object, our correspondent is quite right in calling it a curiosity. 
But the whole scheme of valuation is a matter to which we shall 
frequently have to recur.” 


The Licences Compensation Charge and 
Reversionary Leases 

THE CORRESPONDENT on whose letter on this subject we com- 
mented last week says in a further letter, which we print elsewhere, 
that we mistook his point. A more careful perusal of his original 
letter shews that he is quite right, and we owe himan apology. We 
confined ourselves to pointing out the. inevitable nature of the 
reasoning of the Master of the Rolls in Llangattock v. Watney, 
Combe, Reid, & Co. (1910, 1 K. B. 236), while our corre- 
spondent had carried the matter a step further, and had pointed 
out that the effect of that case was to enable an intermediate 
lessee to make a profit out of the compensation charge by 
deducting from the rent payable by him a larger amount than 
the occupying tenant could deduct from the rent payable to 
him. Does the Licensing Act, 1904, allow this absurdity ? 
Under section 3 (3) “such deductions from rent as are set 
out in the second schedule to this Act may, notwithstanding 
any agreement to the contrary, be made by any licence-Lolder 
who pays a charge under this section, and also by an person 
from whose rent a deduction is made in 4 spect of the payment 
of such a charge.’ The seeond schedule authorizes the deduction 
of a percentage of the charge, varying according to the length 
of the unexpired term. In the case where an_ inter- 
mediate lessee with a present and a reversionary term has 
underlet for a period equal to the aggregate of both, the 
under-lessee, who pays the actual charge, will be able to 
deduct only a small percentage. But when the intermediate 
lesseo makes his deduction, he in turn deducts a percentage of 
“the charge,” not of the deduction made against him; a:d if 
his present term is short, this will bea large percentage. Hence 
arises the profit which our correspondent says that he can make, 
and we confess that we see as little flaw in his reasoning as in that 
of the Master of the Rolls on the question of the present and 
reversionary leases. But the result is to shew a very surprising 
effect of the Licensing Act. The provisions on this head appear, 
indeed, to have produced some remarkable arithmetical puzzles. 
It is possible, however, that in the present case section 3 (3) 
would be read as impliedly limiting the deduction by an inter- 
mediate lessee to the amount deducted as against himself. 


The Divorce Commission. 


Tue Royat Commission on the Law of Divorce has resumed 
its sittings, and the evidence continues to shew divergent views 
a3 to the propriety of conferring jurisdiction in divorce on the 
county courts. Judges AusTIN (Bristol) and GRANGER (Corn- 
wall) are in favour of the jurisdiction, though the former doubted 
whether there was any demand for cheap divorce, Judge 
GRANGER regards the county court judges as better qualified to 
deal with local divorce cases than judges in London from their 
greater knowledge of the people. Mr. GrubBE, the stipendiary 
magistrate for East Ham, is willing to let the county courts 
have jurisdiction, saving, however, his own order; that is, he 
would exclude the county court within the district of any metro- 
politan or other stipendiary magistrate. But this favours too 
great a multiplication of authorities. Divorce seems to be a 
matter rather of civil than police jurisdiction, and if the Divorce 
Division is not sufficient, the natural assistance is to be found in 
other civil courts. Mr. GARRETT, one of the metropolitan police 
magistrates, gave evidence in favour of abolishing separation 
orders, and, of course, the objection to these is one of the reasons 
for the present inquiry. But while some county court judges 





follow the old maxim-~Joni judicis ampliare jurisdictionem—and 
are willing to have the jurisdiction conferred on them, they are 
not unanimous in this respect. Some consider that their duties | 
are already sufficiently multifarious, and one—Judge O’CoNNOR | 
(Durham)—in his evidence before the Commission, opposed the | 
jurisdiction on conscientious grounds. That is a reason which 

deserves respect, at least as regards existing judges, though, if ; 


the jurisdiction was once conferred, any person accepting office 
would have to consider whether he could perform the duties 
which the State attaches to it. The fundamental ground of 
complaint still exists, untouched by any of the evidence—namely, 
that the State permits divorce by legal process, but confines it, 
in effect, to the well-to-do classes. 


The Maps and Documents at the Board of 
Agriculture. 

THE ANNUAL report of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries for 1909 of proceedings under the various Acts adminis- 
tered by them reminds the public that not only are facilities 
afforded at their office, on payment of a small fee, for the 
inspection of apportionments of tithe rent-charge ; certificates 
of redemption of tithe rent-charge ; certificates of capital value 
of extraordinary tithe rent-charge ; awards of inclosure and 
regulation under the Inclosure Acts, 1845 to 1899; boundary 
awards; schemes under the Metropolitan Commons Acts, 1866 
to 1898 ; and orders of division of intermixed lands, but that 
“the Ordnance Survey maps of Great Britain and Ireland on the scale 
of one inch to the mile, and those of Great Britain on the scale of 
six inches to the mile, are available for inspection at this office by the 
public without charge. Upon the one-inch and six-inch series of these 
maps the county and parish boundaries are shewn, and upon the six- 
inch scale maps the boundaries of the Parliamentary and of the various 
Local Government districts are also marked. The Ordnance Survey 
maps of London on the 25-inch scale, and the maps for portions of that 
area on the scale of five feet to the mile, are likewise available. The 
latter comprise such of the five-feet maps as shew the alterations of 

arish boundaries effected by the Commissioners appointed under the 
,ondon Government Act, 1899. Facilities are also afforded for the in- 
spection of the latest published maps upon the 25-inch scale, these maps 
being available on payment of a small fee, provided four clear days’ 
notice is given.” 
We hardly think that these facilities are generally known. 


Tissue Paper Abstracts. 

AccorpD1ING TO Dart’s Vendors and Purchasers (vol. 1, 7th ed., 
p. 341) ‘an abstract may be written so illegibly, or upon paper 
of such an inconvenient size or substance, as to justify the pur- 
chaser’s solicitor or counsel in declining to receive it.” One 
wishes that this right to refuse to receive an inconvenient abstract 
were more frequently exercised. Abstracts are occasionally 
typewritten on very thin paper, with the lines close together, 
leaving no room for additions on examination of the deeds, 
with the result that these additions are written on the backs of 
the pages, the writing shews through, and the abstract becomes 
almost illegible. We are not familiar with the technicalities of 
typewriting, but it would seem that a paper thinner than the 
ordinary brief paper facilitates the process. There are, however, 
papers specially manufactured for typewriting which are of fair 
substance, and where the abstract is ‘‘ typed” this paper should 
be employed and the lines should be comparatively wide apart. 
In the old days, for the purpose of taxation, an abstract was 
passed if it contained on an average eight folios per sheet (J: 
Walsh, 12 Beav. 490); we wonder how many folios per sheet the 
closely-packed typewritten abstract contains. 


Asiatics as “ White Persons.” 

ACCORDING TO a cable in the Times of the 24th of May, the 
question as to the meaning of “white person” will shortly be 
decided in the American federal courts. A Parsee from Bombay 
succeeded in being admitted to citizenship mn the United States 
on the ground that he was a “free white person,” “ white ” being 
held to include all Caucasians. It is contended, on the other 
hand, that “white ”.must refer to Europeans only. The argu- 
ment that “ white ” covers all of Caucasian race, without regard 
to the actual colour of the skin, is a dangerous one, since 
ethnologically the Australian aboriginal blacks are believed to 
belong to the Caucasian race. In some of the South African 
colonies (soon to be provinces) “‘ white ” is a statutory requirement 
for the right to exercise the franchise, but in the South African 
Act, 1909, the expression used is “of European descent” with 
ct to the qualifications of members of the Union Parliament. 
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The expression “ European adults ” and “ European population 
also oceur in the South African Constitution. Latigation iy 
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South Africa is extremely probable as the result of these attempts 
to frame statutory definitions based on racial differences. 


The Coming North American Fisheries 
Arbitration. 

Tue Times of May 24th gives a useful summary of the five 
points to be settled between Great Britain and the United 
States with respect to the dispute over the Newfoundland 
fisheries. The questions at issue turn on the interpretation of 
the Treaty of 1818 between the two countries. Still further 
summarized, the five points are these: (1) The United States 
claim that ‘‘inhabitants of the United States” means anyone 
employed by the inhabitants of the United States. (2) The 
United States claim to be free from payment of light dues, &c. 
(3) Great Britain claims the sole right to make laws and regula- 
vions governing the fisheries. The United States claim that 
these laws and regulations must be jointly made by both 
countries. (4) American vessels claim the right to enter Canadian 
and Newfoundland waters without entering or clearing at the 
Customs. (5) Great Britain claims that Americans have no right 
to fish in Newfoundland “bays, harbours, and creeks.” 


The Inscription on King Edward's Coffin. 

ATTENTION has already been drawn in the daily press to the 
mistake made in the inscription on the coffin of King Eowarp— 
“ regnique sui LX.” To lawyers who are already beginning to be 
familiar with the latest Finance Act as “10 Ed. 7” the 
mistake seems rather a bad one. One speaks indifferently of a 
man being sixty-eight years old, or in his sixty-ninth year, and of 
course King Epwarp’s reign was for nine years and a fraction of a 
year. But the fact that “ regnique sui 1X.” is immediately preceded 
by “‘etatis sue LXIX.” makes it impossible to regard the “ 1X.” 
as anything but a blunder of a rather singular description. 


Australia and the Demise of the Crown. 

WITH REFERENCE to our remarks in last week’s issue on the 
subject of Australia as affected juridically by the demise of the 
Crown, a cablegram appeared in the Morning Post of the 21st of 
May to the effect that the Federal law officers of the Crown are 
now considering the question whether the Commonwealth Parlia- 
ment recently elected is validly constituted without fresh elections 
being held. 


The Effect of Winding-up on Cove- 
nants in Restraint of Competitive 
Trading. 


THE recent decision of the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, 
M.R., and Kennepy, L.J., Buckiry, L.J., diss.) in Measures 
Bros, (Limited) v. Measures (ante, p. 521) deals with a question 
which has hitherto been doubtful, and which is of great 
importance to vendors to companies. A vendor sells his business 
or an invention to a company and enters into an agreement 
under which he is to serve the company, and, in the case of a 
business, is restricted from competing with the company, or, in 
the case of an invention, is bound to give to the company the 
benefit of all improvements in the invention, and also of new 
inventions of a similar kind. If the company is successful, the 
arrangement operates in accordance with the intention of the 
parties. ‘The vendor obtains the advantage of employment by 
the company, and the company obtains the full benefit of the 
property which it has purchased. If, however, the company is 
unsuccessful and goes into liquidation, the vendor is left in an 
unfortunate position if he ceases to derive any profit from the 
company and is at the same time bound by the covenants into 
which he has entered, so that he cannot carry on business on his 
own account, or cannot make use of his inventive faculties. 
In Measures Bros, (Limited) v. Measures (supra) the majority of 
the Court of Appeal have held that, in the case of a business, 
this result does not follow, and that the termination of the 
employment of the vendor by the liquidation of the company 





releases the vendor from his restrictive covenant ; and the same 
principle seems to govern the case of the sale of an invention. 

We have referred to the defendant in the above case as a 
vendor to the company, and in general, where the decision is 
applicable, this will be the relation of the parties ; and presum- 
ably the defendant was a vendor tothe company which was the 
predecessor of the plaintiff company ; but in fact the plaintiff com- 
pany was formed in 1899 for the purpose of acquiring the business 
of iron-founders and engineers formerly carried on by a company 
of the same name. An agreement of service was entered into 
between the new company and the defendant upon its incorpora- 
tion, but this had been replaced by another dated the 14th of July, 
1903. By the latter agreement the defendant was entitled and 
bound to hold office for seven years from the 26th of June, 1903, 
at a salary of £1,000, and a share of profits, and he entered into 
a covenant against carrying on the business of an engineer or iron- 
founder while he held office as a director, or within seven years after 
ceasing to hold office. On the 20th of April, 1909, a receiver was 
appointed in a debenture-holders’ action, and in October, 1909, an 
order was made for the compulsory winding up of the company. 
Thereupon the defendant started in business as an engineer and 
iron-founder, and the receiver, under the direction of the court, 
commenced the present action to restrain him for seven years 
from October, 1909, from carrying on business in breach of the 
agreement of the 14th of July, 1903. 

Under the above circumstances it appears that there were 
obligations under the agreement on both sides ; the company 
on their side was bound to employ the defendant and to pay 
him the agreed remuneration, and the defendant on his side 
was bound to serve the company and to observe the restrictive 
covenant. In consequence of the winding up, the company had 
ceased to perform their obligations ; the question, therefore, was 
whether the defendant was or was not released from his obliga- 
tions ; that is, from the restrictive covenant, for, of course, the 
service under the company was atanend. There is frequently 
a difficulty in cases of this kind in determining whether the 
covenants on either side are mutually dependent, in which case 
neither party can sue without alleging that he has performed, 
or is willing to perform, those on his side; or whether they are 
independent, so that the one party can sue without this allega- 
tion. In general, where the covenants on either side form the 
entire consideration for each other, they are mutually dependent, 
and a breach on one side releases the other side ; but this is not 
so if one side has performed a substantial part of what he has 
undertaken, and he can then sue without alleging performance 
of the rest : see rules 3 and 4 of the rules in the notes to Pordage 
v. Cole, recently restated in the “Laws of England,” vol. X., 
p. 493, title “ Deeds and Other Instruments.” 

But an interesting variation of this result occurred in General 
Billposting Co. v. Atkinson (1909, A. C. 18), a case somewhat 
similar to the present. There a servant who had been engaged 
at a salary entered into a covenant in restraint of trading 
after the termination of the engagement. The obligations on 
either side were thus the same as in Measures case—on the part of 
the company, to employ and pay the salary ; on the part of the 
servant, to serve and not to compete. The servant was wrong- 
fully dismissed, and it was held that he was not bound by the 
restrictive covenant. It will be seen that part of the covenants 
bad been performed on each side ; the servant had been employed 
and paid, and he had served, up to the time of dismissal. But 
this partial performance did not entitle the company to sue on the 
restrictive covenant as an independent covenant. ‘They were still 
bound to employ the servant, and their wrongful refusal to do 
so debarred them from enforcing the restrictive covenant. In 
fact the salary and service up to dismissal were equivalent, 
and this left the agreement to employ and the restrictive covenant 
mutually dependent. Such at least seems to be the explanation of 
the case according to the rules as to dependent and independent 
covenants, though Lord CoLLINs in his judgment, in which Lord 
HALSBURY concurred, put the result on a broader ground. The 
company by their wrongful dismissal of the servant had shewn an 
intention not to be bound by the contract on their side, and had 
therefore released him from the obligation on his side. 


In Measures case (supra) there was the distinction that the term- 
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ination of the employment had been brought about bs by the liquida- 
tion of the company and not by wrongtul and hence 
the reason assigned by Lord CoLLtns did not apply; but as 
CozENs-HArpy, M.R., pointed out, it is not necessary that the 
breach of contract by the company should be intentional in order 
to debar them from enforcing in their own favour the restrictive 
covenant. At the time of the winding up there were mutual 
obligations, on the part of the company to employ the defendant, 
on the part of the defendant not to compete in business. The com- 
pany had broken their contract by an act brought about by their own 
default—namely, the omission to pay their debts—and they could 
not enforce the defendant’s covenant. He also based the result, 
as JOYCR, J. (whose decision was aftirmed), bad done, on the con 
sideration that it would be inequitable under the circumstances 
to enforce the restrictive covenant. Buck.ry, L.J., took a 
different view of the winding up, and held that, since the winding- 
up order was an act in invitum it was note quivs alent to the wrong- 
ful dismissal in General Billposting Co. v. Atkinson (supra). 
But even so, it does not follow that the covenants remaining at 
the date of the winding up were independent. As explained 
above, they were then mutually dependent—the obligation to 
employ on one ar, and the obligation not to compete on the 
the company could not perform their own 
cillagaaien, they could not enforce the restrictive covenant. This 
may be a technical way of putting the matter, but it seems to 
produce a proper result. The director or servant does not in 
fact get what he bargained for, and it is not fair, therefore, to tie 
him to what he himself undertook. 


dismissal, 
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[he Royal Clemency. 
ONE feature of the beginning of the new reign is an extensive 
remission of sentences now being served by persors in prison. 
Juridically, remission of a sentence of punishment in whole or in 
part stands on the same footing as a pardon. The custom of pardon- 
ing offenders, or remitting their sentences, on the occasion of a 
sovereign’s accession or coronation, is, of course, a survival from 
the days of pre-constitutic nal monarchy, when the prerogative of 
mercy belonged to the king ina more real and complete sense 
than it does now. In former days complete pardons and total 
remissions of sentences were more usual than they are now. 
Among the long lists of remissions of sentence published in the 
daily press, the only offenders that are actually to be pardoned 
co nomine seem to be deserters, though in several instances where 
only a short term of imprisonment remains to be served the 
residue has been altogether remitted. 

The power of pardoning and remitting sentences is still said 
to be the special prerogative of the Crown, But the prerogative 
has been trenched upon both by statute and custom. One well- 
known statute—the Habeas Corpus Act, 1679—expressly enacts, 
by section 11, that all persons who cause any of the king’ s sub 
jects to be imprisoned beyond the realm shall incur the pains and 
penalties of the Statute of Premunire of Richard IT., “and be in 
capable of any pardon from the king, his heirs or successors.” 
Sometimes the ee of mercy is @ xpressly preserved to the 
Crown by statute, and this was done as recently as 1907, in 
section 19 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. Occasi: nally the 
prerogative has itself been exercised by statute, as was done in 
1721 by 7 Geo. 1, c, 29, “ An Act for the King’s most gracious, 
general, and free pardon,” when a general pardon was granted for 
ail crimes committed betore the 24th of July, 1721, exce sting only 
those persons who were then in the service of the Pretender. It is 
also customary for the Crown not to remit a sentence in certain 
cases of contempt of court. In Seaward vy. Putersun (1897, 1 Ch., 
at p. 559), Riasy, L.J., after pointing out that the prerogative 
extended, in cases of contempt, to the 1emission of sentences of a 
punitive character, went on to say: “It is the practice of the 
representative of the Crown, the Secretary of State for the time 
being, not to interfere in the other branch of cases of committal 
for contempt, when the contempt consists in refusing to do that 
which is right to a party litigant.” 

The prerogative of mercy, thus restricted, 


: ; is always exer- 
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Secretary for Scotland in Scottish cases, whilst in Ireland the 
Lord J .ieutenant gives effect to the king's wish by granting the 
desired remission of sentences—that, at any rate, has been thi 
course pursued recently. There are also many other cases 
where the great State Departments directly give eflect to the 
king’s wishes. The Board of Admiralty does this in the case 
of the navy, and the army authorities deal directly with their 
own cases. The king’s clemency bas also been indircei! 

extended to seamen of the mercantile marine, whose disc} arge 
certificates were being withheld for failure to join a ship after 
signing articles of agreement. The Board of Trade have allowed 
these men to receive their discharge certificates, The pardons to 
deserters from the army will. be granted under regulations which 
have yet to be published. 

All these matters relate to the United Kin,dom only, from a 
practical point of view. The Home Government abstains from 
interfering with any of the oversea dominions, wi'h one excep- 
tion. That exception is british India. The King-Emperor, on 
the advice of the Secretary of State for India, has granted remis- 
sion of sentences ‘‘on such scale as may be notified in this bebalf 
by the Governor-General in Council” to prisoners who on the 23rd 
of May had still to serve more than a month of their sentences. 

With respect to the oversea dominions other than India, 
whether Crown colonies or self-governing, the power of grant 
ing pardons is delegated by the Crown to the Governor, the 
authority to act being cont ained either in the formal commission 
or in the instructions accompanying it. The question of the 
authority of the Governor of a Crown colony to remit sentences 
under his commission came before the Privy Council in Ji 
Bahama Islands (1893, A. C. 138), In some instructions issued 
in the first half of Queen VicroRiA’s reign, even in the case of self- 
limitations es to amount were placed on the 
In some instances, 


governing colonies, 
Governor’s power toremit fines and penalties. 
even of more recent date, pardons in capital cases can only be 
granted on the advice of the Executive Council, whilst in 
cases of less importance the advice of a single Minister is sufficient. 
On comparing the instructions and commission issued to the 
Governor of New South Wales in 1855 with the instructions of 
1900 to the Governor-General of Australia, it would appear that 
some doubt was felt by the home authorities as to the power 
given in 1855 covering the case of accomplices, for in 1900 
special authority (not mentioned in the 1855 instructions) was 
conferred on the Governor-General of Australia “to grant a 
pardon to any accomplice in such crime or offence who shall 
give such information as shall lead to the conviction of the 
principal offender.” 

With respect to limitations of the royal prerogative of mercy 
by statutory enactment, it is clear that the intention must he 
plainly expressed in the statute and will not be readily held 
exist merely by implication. This seems to follow from the 
analogous rule as to the prerogative right of allowing appeals 
from oversea courts. The enactment that the decision of a court 
from which an appéal ordinarily lies to the King in Council is to 
be final will not necessarily exclude a litigant from the privilege 
of appealing by special leave of the Privy Council ; 2te ///i Ma 
Will (1908, A. C. 448). 


Day in Court. 


\N interesting and amusing book has reached us from the othe) 
side of the Atlantic.* It is, on the authority of its prefatory note, 1n 
no sense a law book. Nor is it, as its somewhat teleg rraphic title 
might suggest to English ears, an account of the forensic and 
judicial career of the late Mr. Justice Day. Its professed purpose 1s 
“to give the general reader, and young men who desire to beconie 
successful advocates, some prac tical knowledge of the arts of greal 
advocates in eliciting the truth ; to indicate also the m« 
which they charm and convince both court and jury, and win them 
over to their side of the controversy.” The idea of such a work 1s 
of course, by no means new: it has inspired many similar attempts 
ranging in varied gradation from the standard Hortensius, wher 
in the learned WILLIAM Forsytu, LL.D., Q.C., and M.P., some sixty 


thnods by 


Day in Court; or, the Subtle Arts of Great Advocates. 
the New York Bar. New York: ‘The Macmillan Company. 





By ] Vrancis ‘L. “Weliman, vl 
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years ago, sought to “ present in a popular form an historical sketch 
of the office and functions of an advocate” (a work from which, 
indeed, the author of Day in Court makes various almost verbatim 
extracts) down to the less serious publications, prepared to suit 
modern taste, and too often in the form of the rambling egotistical 
recollections of someone, who, having now no practice of his own, is 
anxious to advise other people how to acquire one for themselves, or 
of cheap handbooks which, under the form of “ Hints” and “Rules,” 
profess to at least save young practitioners from the conventional 
pitfalls of their profession. 

The author of “ Day in Court” is, as might be guessed from his 
choice of a title for his work, an American. He is also a member of 
the New York Bar, and it is to be remembered that the legal pro- 
fession in America is not, as in England, divided into two distinct 
branches of barrister and solicitor. This may account for the 
author's inability to realize the English position, and for some state- 
ments which will sound strange to English ears—e.y., that, while 
fifty leaders devote their time exclusively to the Chancery Courts, 
only about twenty-five are now in active practice in the King’s 
Bench Division (which is curiously described as the City of London) ; 
and that junior barristers cannot practise in the higher courts without 
a leader. In America all practitioners of the law would appear to 
be styled lawyers, and to be divided into “advocate lawyers” and 
“ office lawyers ” ; it is with the work of the former that ‘ Day in 
Court” isconcerned. The “ young man who thinks of entering the 
legal profession” is advised to eonsider himself carefully from the 
point of view of his physical and mental endowments and his 
educational qualifications, and, for such as survive the despair thus 
engendered, consolation is provided in the form of a chapter on 
Opportunity and Rewards, where it is stated that, in the author's 
opinion, there is no opportunity in any city in the world 
in any profession compared to that open to young advocates 
in the City of New York at the present time. It appears to be 
thought that the proverbial self-confidence of the law student will 
prevail over all solemn warnings as to the essential qualifications for 
his success, for the author proceeds to place at the reader’s disposal 
some lessons derived from years of patient toil and a record of fifteen 
thousand witnesses examined. The position of advocate lawyer 
requires that he should himself see the actual litigant, go through 
his papers, and hear his story, with the pleasing consciousness of a 
locus poenitentie for his reputation and pocket, if, after all, he 
should decline to take up the case; and a striking illustration is 
quoted of the difficulty of obtaining full and accurate evidence, even 
under the most favourable circumstances :— 


** About two years ago there was a meeting of a scientific association 
in Gottingen, made up of jurists, psychologists, and physicians—men all 
well trained in careful observation. Suddenly a clown, in highly-coloured 
costume, rushes into the midst of this meeting. He is followed by a 
negro, with a revolver in his hand. In the middle of the hall first one 
and then the other shouts wild phrases. One falls to the ground, and 
the other on him. Then a pistol shot is heard, and suddenly both are 
out of the room. All present were taken by surprise, and yet ever 
word and action had been secretly planned and rehearsed beforehand, 
and photographs had been taken of the whole scene. Everyone present 
was then asked to write down his individual memory of what he had 
seen. Of forty reports handed in, twelve omitted from 40 per cent. to 
50 per cent. of what had taken place, and there were only six among 
the forty that did not contain positively wrong statements.” 


It is curious to hear that, before the trial actually begins, perhaps 
the most important part of an American advocate’s whole, work is 
the selection of the jury, which is defined as “ one of the fine arts of 
trial work.” Many pages are devoted to the principles of this art, 
and no one need wonder that it sometimes takes longer in America to 
select the jury than it does to try the case. There is apparently 
little or no presumption of ajuror’s honesty in New York. Challenges 
are most freely allowed, and grounds for them are suggested, not 
only in a would-be juror’s occupation or religion, but in his facial 
expression, the way he folds his coat or walks into the jury box, or 
even in “a sort of feeling that you and I could not get on.” An 
instance is given of how little the best of advocates know about 
iurors, however close attention is paid to them, 


“Some years ago WILLIAM M. Evarts had been retained by the 
Government to prosecute in the ribbon fraud cases. After a long trial, 
the jury having been out all night, EVARrs learned from a court officer 
that the jury were going to announce their inability to agree, and stood 
eleven toone. At the opening of court the jury was seated, and EvArts 
rose and said that this was a very important case for the Government ; 
that he was informed the jury had disagreed and stood eleven to one; 
that it was a case where all the importers of ribbons in the city 
were interested, and it was evident that the jury had been tampered 
with, and that the defendants had succeeded in reaching one juror, and 
he thought it was the duty of the court to make inquiries of the jury 
before dismissing them, and ascertain the name and address of the 
delinguent juror. With this the foreman of the jury arose and said, “‘ If 


your Honour please, I was the delinquent juryman ; I held out all night 
for a verdict of conviction, but the other eleven men wanted to acquit.” 





As another illustration of American jury practice, it is stated that 
it is (or was) a simple matter to get into a private office in New 
York where “ because of the peculiar construction of the large court- 
house windows, it was senile to hear the deliberations of the jury 
in the room above.” 

Chapters follow on Opening to the Jury, Art in Direct Examination 
and Cross-examination, Handling Discrediting Documents, and 
Summing Up ; and it is stated, with manifest regret, that it is now 
evidence rather than eloquence that prevails with modern juries. 
Specimens, however, of American eloquence are given, with reference 
especially to the inevitable LincoLn (that “ King Charles’ Head ” of 
all American teachers and preachers), and to Rurus Cuoate, “ the 
Ruler of the Twelve,” “the Wizard of the Court Room.” An 
English counsel could hardly be advised to model his address to a 


jury in a criminal case on the extraordinary outburst attributed on 


pages 252 to 254 to one ANTHONY McCREYNOLDs in 1875, although it 
has been “considered by many good judges to be a gem in English 
literature, sublime in sentiment, eloquent in heart thoughts, grand in 
its simplicity.” 

A reader of this book, if quite unfamiliar with the actual work-a- 
day life of a law court and its practitioners, might be led to think 
that only those of transcendent mental and moral qualities can ever 
hope to succeed as advocates ; and it is natural that the writer of the 
book, in a retrospect taken from the calm eminence of a well-earned 
lectureship, should seek, notwithstanding the protestation of his 
preface, to “ magnify his office.” The average man, however, whether 
student or practitioner, will probably console himself with the reflec- 
tion that a very considerable number of quite ordinary men of his 
own calibre, are remarkably successful as advocates ; and, while 
grateful to any who can advise him how to look out for dangers 
on the road, will consider that he has to get along on his own feet 
and must not follow too slavishly in the steps of an earlier generation. 
Only Ulysses can bend Ulysses’ bow, and it may be doubted whether 
even those who are willing to ascertain from others the art or arts of 
advocacy, can learn much from books, or otherwise than from living 
examples and practice. Some may even, after a quite short experi- 
ence, at least in certain branches of their work, venture to question 
the author's dictum, stated as an invariable axiom, that “Facts are 
always the foundation of arguments.” 

Human nature in the witness-box is probably, with an allowance 
for countries where lying is to be anticipated, much the same all the 
world over, and this book may be read with advantage by anyone 
who is desirous to see how verdicts are arrived at. The writer 
speaks evidently from a large actual experience of his own, and, if he 
is somewhat too ready to treat his own theories as of universal 
application, he has probably found them generally successful in 
practice. He thoroughly understands his subject from his own point 
of view, and there is much in the book which may help both lawyer 
and laymen in their conflict of wits, and thus incidentally sometimes 
lead to the ascertainment of the real facts of a case. 





Reviews. 


Annotated Statutes. 
BUTTERWORTHS’ TWENTIETH CENTURY STATUTES, — ANNOTATED. 
Five Votumes. Under the General Editorship of H. H. Kine, 
B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


This is an annotated edition of the statutes for the om ten years, in 
five volumes of from 600 to 700 pages each. Only public general Acts 
are included, and Acts in force only in Scotland, the Channel Islands, 
and the Isle of Man are excluded. Repealed Acts are not printed, 
but enactments re-enacted are referred to in the notes, and enact- 
ments embodied by reference are quoted in extenso in the notes. The 
arrangement is not chronological, but alphabetical, after the manner 
of a digest or encyclopedia. Each voiume has a table of statutes 
referred to in the notes, a table of cases, and an index. Many of the 
titles are merely cross-references to the substantive titles under which 
the statutes are printed. There are also a good many “negative ” 
titles, as they may perhaps be called ; that is, titles which have no 
contents at all. Tom are printed in a distinctive type. Thus, 
“ Action ” has under it only the words—in brackets—“ No statutes 
of 1900-1909 are within the scope of this title.” And so with all 
“ negative ” titles. ; 
The alphabetical arrangement has several advantages. It brings 
together statutes on the same subject, not chronologically contiguous, 
and it occasionally affords real help to the reader who wants to know 
what statutes there are, in the period covered, upon a particular sub- 
ject. Thus, under “ Constitutional Law,” we find the Civil List Act, 
1901, the Osborne Estate Act, 1902, and the Roard of Trade Act, 
1909. Under ‘; Dependencies and Colonies” are placed such Acts 
as the Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Act, the British 
North America Act, 1907, and the South Africa Act, 1909. To each 
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title is prefixed a list of the statutes printed under it, and an abstract, 
section by section, of each statute. ‘The notes appear to be sufficient 
and relevant. Even the South Africa Act, 1969, has been annotated 
more fully than might have been expected, for references are given 
to, and quotations printed from, decisions in the South African 
courts, as, for instance, under section 26 (vol. 1, p. 495) with respect 
to “ European descent ” as a qualification for a senator. 

Vol. 1 contains the titles from “ Abstract of Title” to “ Ecclesias- 
tical Law,” included in which is the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908. Vol. 2 has “ Education” to “I.0.U.” Amongst these may 
be noticed “ Husband and Wife,” comprising ten Acts relating to 
marriage and married women. “ Insurance” comprises the Marine 
Insurance Act, 1906. “ International Law” has only one Act—the 
Anglo-French Convention Act, 1904; and with respect to this title 
cross-references might well have been made to “ Master and Servant ” 
and “ Extradition,” both of which titles contain Acts relating to private 
international law. Vol. 3 has half of its pages devoted to “ Tre 
land,” and ends with “Post Obit Bonds.” “ Master and Servant” 
comprises the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, and ‘‘ Poor Law” 
covers the Old Age Pensions Act, 1908. Vol. 4 (“Post Office” to 
“ Roman Catholics ”) extends over “ Real Property” and “ Revenue.” 
With respect to “ Real Property,” it is of some interest to note that 
it covers only one Act—the Land Charges Act, 1900. “ Revenue” 
has the various Finance Acts. By a mere coincidence Vol. 5 extends 
from “ Royal Forces” to “Yeomanry.” In the former title is a 
useful print of the Army Act, 1881, as amended in each of the 
successive years since its enactment. 

A mistake has been made in inserting “ Uses and Trusts” and 
referring to “ Real Property and Chattels Real,” for there is no such 
title as the latter, and, as already stated, “ Real Property ” has only 
one Act, relating to land charges. The Port of London Act, 1908, 
comes in under ‘* Watersand Watercourses.” The fact that they com- 
prise almost the whole of the legislation of the reign of Edward VII. 
gives the volumes additional interest. 

It is stated in the publishers’ announcement that a volume will in 
future be issued each year. If the work is to continue to be as use- 
ful as it promises, it will be absolutely necessary to bring out a 
consolidated edition every five or ten years. The general usefulness 
of the volumes will also be increased if references are made to other 
text-books than “ Halsbury, Laws of England,” solely. 

Banking Law. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW RELATING TO RANKERS AND BANKING 
CoMPANIES, INCLUDING Notes AND Cases DECIDED IN THE 
CANADIAN Courts, AND AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE Most 
IMPORTANT ENGLISH AND CANADIAN STATUTES IN FORCE RE- 
LATING THERETO. By the late James Grant. SrxtH EpIrion. 
By A. M. Lanepon, K.C., M.A., B.C.L., and Herpert Jacops, 
B.A., assisted by A. C. Forster Boutton. With A CHAPTER 
oN GooDs AND DocuMENts oF TITLE To Goops by Davin C. 
Leck ; CaNnaDIANn Nores by A. C. Forster-Boutton. Butter- 
worth & Co. 

While the comparatively modest, but excellent, work on banking 
by the Jate Mr. James Grant, the fifth edition of which was pub- 
lished in 1897, is nominally the ground-work of this sixth edition, 
the editors assure us, as is obviously the fact, that the present is in 
substance a new text-book on the law of banking, and we think 
that the editors have done themselves something less than justice 
in retaining the old title, and to some extent denying themselves the 
credit which is justly theirs. We have read this rather bulky book 
through, and we believe with care and profit, and do not hesitate to 
say that it is as complete and accurateas it is possible for any'’such beok 
to be. It would be invidious, as it is unnecessary, to compare 
the work with other excellent works that have already made a 
deserved reputation, but we may at least say that in our view there 
is none better. We have tested difficult points and have found the 
conclusions in our opinion sound, and where a doubt has been thrown 
on decisions, this has been done firmly and with good cause. It is 
a considerable feature of the book that it contains full notes of 
Canadian cases tothe number of about three hundred, as well as the 
text of the Canadian Bank Act (53 Vict. ¢. 31). 

It is an ungracious task to make criticisms on so good a book, and 
we only care to do so as we are treating the work as substantially a 
new one, and with the expectation of a seventh edition appearing 
before much water flows under London Bridge. It is said on p. 43 
that the practice of marking cheques by a banker at the instance of 
his customer does not appear to be common in England. To this we 
do not agree, believing that it is quite usual where (e.9.) a customer 
desires to move his securities which are subject to lien from one bank 
to another and has not cash in his hands to pay off the lien. Markinga 
cheque is doubtless not equivalent to acceptance by the banker, but 
it must be equally certain that the banker would be bound to honour 
the cheque on the ground of estoppel if anyone dealt with his client 
on the faith of the marking and were thereby damnified. 


The case of Young v. Grote (1827, 4 Bing. 253) (p. 15) and the cases 
following it have long formed a bone of contention among lawyers, 
and the most thprough discussion, which might have been referred 
to, is to be found in the Law Quarterly Review (1907), vol. 23, p. 
390, containing strictures by Mr. Beven on the Colonial Bank of 
Australasia vy, Marshall (1906, A. C. 559), which appears irreconcileable 
with previous decisions. Damages for the dishonour of a cheque 
abroad cannot be recovered in England, where no criminal or civil 
yrocess or remedy exists in the country where the cheque was dis- 
onoured, a proposition illustrated by Machado v. Fontes (1897, 2 Q. B. 
231), a case which should have been noted (p. 84) ; and so perhaps 
should Lulek vy. Pilcher (1909, 25 T. L. R. 497), which turned on whether 
a particular document was a promissory note (p. 117). On _p. 180, 
Stewart v. Stewart (1891, 27 L. T. Ir. 352) should eee followed Moss: 
v. Salt, and on p. 208 it is now proper to add Craster v. Thomas (1909, 
2 Ch. 348) on the question of letters of administration fraudulently 
obtained. Moore y. Darton (1851, 4 De G. & Sm. 517) was doubted 
by Joycr, J., in Re Kirkley (1909, 25 T. L. R. 522). In 
dealing with offences against the Forgery Act it would have made 
the subject more complete to have shewn that the statute applies 
to foreign securities, and if the cases on that point had been quoted 
on pp. 176 or 399. The first part of note 75n should, we think, be on 
p. 309. When discussing the registration of sharesin the names of ex- 
ecutors, reference should be added to Re Saunders (1908, 1 Ch. 415). 
In dealing with the question of negotiability by estoppel it would 
have been convenient to explain the position of American shares with 
the usual endorsement for execution by the person in whose name 
they stand, as these constitute the most important class of all. 

In closing, we may say again that in a matter so intricate as the law 
of banking, embracing as it does so many complex subjects, it is not 
in human nature to avoid some slips. Our astonishment rather is 
that there are so few. We have only to say in addition that, while for 
most purposes the index is sufficient, we should have preferred one 
more minute. 





The Law of Land Values. 


THE Law RELATING TO THE Duties ON LAND VALUES AND MINERAL 
RIGHTS, AND TO THE VALUATION OF THE SAME; BEING Part I. 
OF THE FINANCE (1909-1910) Act, 1910, WITH THE INCORPORATED 
EnactMENTs, Furi ExpLtanatory Nores, AND A PRACTICAL 
Intropuction. By E. M. Konstam, Barrister-at-Law. Butter- 
worth & Co. 

The author’s preface does not err in the direction of depreciation 
of his work, and he is certainly entitled to claim credit for a consider- 
able elucidation of an extremely complex Act. His arrangement of 
matter is convenient and helpful. In his introduction, he, first of all, 
deals separately with each of the four new duties, treating practi- 
cally, and without detail, its general characteristics: He then 
similarly expounds the “ general exemptions” from the duties, and 
in chapters 7 and 8 deals in like manner with the “Terms and 
Principles of Valuation” and the ‘‘ Machinery of Valuation,” and in 
chapter 9 with Objections and Appeals; subsequent chapters 
relating to the returns to be furnished, rules and regulations to be 
made by the Commissioners, and agricultural land. Then follow 
the sections of the Act, with notes appended ; and where these 
notes are voluminous, a useful feature is added in the shape of 
“ Contents of Notes to Section,” giving the headings of the para- 
graphs in the note, and the page at which each is to be found. 
The extent to which this annotation is carried may be judged from 
the fact that the sections and notes (in small type) relative to 
Increment Value Duty extend to over sixty pages. 

The notes are usually practical and helpful. They contain 
numerous cross-references to other provisions of the Act, and refer- 
ences to analogous provisions in other Acts, and to the decisions 
thereon. For instance, as to the important expression, “ Transfer on 
Sale,” which is nowhere defined in the Act, the author cites the 
definition of the expression ‘“ Conveyance on Sale” contained in the 
Stamp Act, 1891, and refers to numerous cases on the meaning of sale 
and transfer ; and he concludes that, although the question is one of 
great difficulty, ‘‘the consideration which has, in any of the cases 
now to be cited, been held sufficient to bring the transaction there 
dealt with within the purview of the Stamp Acts, will be sufficient 
to make a similar transaction a ‘transfer on sale’ within the mean- 
ing of the present Act, even where the consideration does not consist 
of, or comprise, a payment in actual money.” The note then proceeds 
to consider seriatim various kinds of transfer with a view to the 
question whether they are included in the expression “ transfer on 
sale ” in the recent Act. 

It would be impossible within our limits of space to discuss the 
notes on other parts of the Act or the opinions expressed by the 
author, but we may say generally that we find in every part of the 
work we have examined great anxiety to help the reader to a right 





\ understanding of the provisions of the Act. 
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Students’ Cases. 


SrupDENTs’ CasEs, ILLUSTRATIVE OF ALL BRANCHES OF THE Law. 
By Pxuiuipe B. Perripes, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited.) 

This is a volume of some 400 pages, and is issued as No. 1 of what 
js apparently intended to be a regular series of Students’ Manuals 
under the general editorship of Mr. Bertram Jacobs. The contem- 
plated new series should be successful if all the manuals come up to 
the standard of the first. The scheme of the present book is certainly 
novel and likely to be appreciated as useful. The scheme consists in 
printing a short summary of each of the 415 cases. First a concise 
statement of the principle decided is given in a distinctive type ; 
then comes the name of the case, with references to all reports of it ; 
next the relevant facts are very shortly stated ; and lastly the actual 
decision of the court is summarized, sometimes very shortly but 
always at greater length than the brief headnote. Occasionally a note 
is added, but notes to the cases do not form an integral part of the 
scheme. <A table of contents gives the names of all the cases in their 
order as printed, and there is also a separate table of the cases in 
alphabetical order. A general index is added. Divisions in the book 
are constituted by arranging all cases under the branch of law to which 
they belong, and these divisions are; Contracts, Torts, Real Property 
and Conveyancing, Equity, Probate, Company, Bankruptcy, Divorce, 
Admiralty, Procedure, Criminal Law, Evidence. There are also sub- 
divisions, such as (under Contract): Offer and Acceptance, Form, 
Consideration, Capacity of Parties, &c. ‘The cases appear to be well 
chosen and correctly stated. The oldest well-known “leading ” 
cases are here—such as Spencer’s case—and such recent cases as 
Yonge v. Toynbee (printed as an addendum) by which Smout v. 
Ilbery was in effect overruled. Among the Real Property and Con- 
veyancing cases we notice Re Ethel and M:tchell’s Contract (as to 
“in fee simple”) and Re T'ringham’s T’rusts (as to words of limita- 





tion not always being necessary for the conveyance of an equitable | 


fee simple). Both these cases are so stated as to be readily appre- 
ciated and assimilated by learners. 
under “Company” there appears to be no case referring to the issue 
of shares at a discount. 
between illustrating too few and too many important points in any 
one branch of law. We think Mr. Pctrides and Mr. Jacobs are to be 
congratulated on the scheme of the book and the way in which it has 


been carried out. 





Records. 
Tue Recorp LNTERPRETER. By Cuartes Trick Martin, late 
Assistant Keeper of the Public Records. Srconp  Eprtion. 


London : Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is (as stated on the title-page) a collection of abbreviations, , 


and Latin words and names used in English historical manuscripts and 
records. The present edition is an amplification of the appendix to 
the ninth edition of Wright’s Court Hand Restored, published in 
1879. Lists of abbreviations such as are given here are, of course, 
absolutely indispensable to persons who have to work at deciphering 
and copying medizval manuscripts. Besides this, many of the con- 
tractions here given are to be found in printed books of the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries, as most lawyers and historical students 
know to their cost. These printed contractions are explained in the 
preface. What is of considerable interest in a more general wa 


On looking through the cases | 


It is, no doubt, difficult to draw the line ; 


the difference shewn in Baynes & Co. v. Lloyd (1895, 2 Q. B. 610) 
and Budd-Seott v. Daniel (1902, 2 K. B. 351), as to whether a cove- 
nant for quiet enjoyment is implied from a mere letting or only 
from the use of the word “demise.” In the former case it was 
intimated in the Court of Appeal that the word “demise” was 
necessary ; in the latter case the Divisional Court followed the 
earlier authorities and held that the mere letting was sufficient. This 
is one of the points discussed in the present work, but the author 
does not appear to bring out the effect of the authorities very clearly, 
and although at p. 22 he refers to the recent case of Markham v. Paget 
(1908, 1 Ch. 697) as containing a full discussion of the authorities, he 
omits to state which way Swrnren Eapy, J., there decided. His 
decision was, in fact, an important confirmation of the doctrine that 
the covenant is implied from the word “let.” While, however, the 
book would be improved by a more careful arrangement and statement 
of the law, it appears to cover the subject with which it deals, 
and it forms a guide to the numerous places in the books where the 
subject has been dealt with. 


Husband and Wife. 


THe Law or HusBanp AND Wire WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF 
THE KING’s BENCH AND CHaNcERY Divisions. By MontTacue 
Tusu, K.C. Turrp Eprrion. By Watrrer Hossey Grirrirn, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited) 


This book has won its way as a careful and complete exposition of 
the branch of law to which it relates, and we think that the present 
edition will keep up its reputation. The editor has had to incor- 
porate three Acts of Parliament and a mass of decisions, and so far 
as our investigations have gone, he has done this with neatness and 
accuracy. If we have a complaint to make, it is with regard to the 
tendency of the original work to diffuseness, and it might here and 
there with advantage be cut down. For instance, in the portion 
(p. 302) relating to the removal of the restraint on anticipation under 
section 39 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the circumstances under 
which it will be removed—or, more strictly, the interest of the married 


| woman may be bound—might well be tabulated. 


is the “glossary of Latin words found in records and other English | 


manuscripts but not occurring in classical authors.” There are also 
list of Latin names of places, and Latin forms of English 
surnames. It is not uncommon to find the ordinary Latin 
dictionaries wanting when some medizxval word is wanted, and pro- 
bably Mr. Martin’s line of division was intended to run between words 
found in ordinary Latin dictionaries and words not so found. He 
has, however, used the expression “ not occurring in classical authors,” 
and has introduced some words which certainly are to be found in 
most Latin dictionaries. Most words, for instance, in the Corpus 
Juris Civilis are dictionary words in this sense, and “ dealbare” and 
“ acceptilatio” are instances in point. It seems, therefore, unnecessary 
to have included such words as these in the glossary. The lists of 
Latin words and names are, however, extremely interesting to read 
over. How many people would recognize “ Ethelburga” as the Latin 
equivalent of “ Aubrey ” ? 


Quiet Enjoyment. 
luz Law or Quiet ENJoyMENT AND TiTLE IN Respect or Lanp- 
LORD AND TENANT. By 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
The law relating to express and implied covenants for quiet enjoy- 


ment has been frequently before the courts during recent years, and 
has produced some well-known differences of opinion ; in particular 


By Epear A. Swan, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. | tg Powell vy. London and Provincial Bank (1893, 2 Ch. 





The book, however, is admirably complete, and collects the cases 
from all the series of reports and the Weekly Notes. For instance 
on the question whether the restraint will be removed by the court, 
if the husband's death is presumed by law—as to which we were not 
aware of any decision—reference is made to a case of Martano v. 
Martano (W. N. 1873, p. 244). The chapter on Agreements for 
Separation is an excellent example of the thorough way in which each 
branch of the subject is discussed, both historically and with regard 
to the existing law. The value of the present edition is enhanced by 
a good index. 





Conveyancing. 


INDERMAUR AND THWAITES’ PRINCIPLES AND Practice IN MATTERS 
OF, AND APPERTAINING TO, CONVEYANCING. INTENDED FOR THE 
Use or STuDENTS AND THE Proression, Trirp Epition. By 
CHARLES THWAITES, Solicitor. Geo. Barber, Office of the “ Law 
Students’ Journal.” 


The earlier part of this work—the first eight chapters—deals with 
the theoretical side of conveyancing; that is, with the various 
estates and interests in property, and the modes of alienation. The 
remainder of the book explains the practical side—the title to be 
shewn upon dealings with property, the mode in which a purchase is 
completed, and matters incident to leases, mortgages, settlements, 
and wills. Throughout, the law is stated and explained in a manner 
suitable for students, and the selection of authorities is judicious and 
includes many cases of recent date. Thus in the discussion of the 
| rule against double possibilities reference is made to Re Vash, Cook 
v. Frederick (1910, 1 Ch. 1), in which it has been held that the rule 
applies to equitable as well as to legal limitations, In informal 
contracts for the sale of land it is frequently a question whether the 
contract is already binding, or whether it is not to be binding until 
a formal contract has been prepared and executed. The cases on 
this point are conveniently collected and stated at pp. 290, 291 ; and 
the student will find at p. 295 a useful statement as to the precautions 
to be adopted by a purchaser as regards insurance. At p. 460 the 
| paragraph on mortgages of shares might perhaps be amplified so as 
| to shew why a blank transfer can only be used where the shares do 

not require to be transferred by deed, but the reference in the notes 
555) furnishes 
the student with the necessary clue if he chooses to follow it up. 
Chapters on Registration in register counties and under the Land 
Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, and on Stamps, Death Duties, and 
Costs, bring this very useful guide to conveyancing to a close, 
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Debentures. 


THE DEBENTURES AND DEBENTURE STOCK OF TRADING AND OTHER 
CoMPANIES. WITH ForMs, INCLUDING ForMs oF PROCEEDINGS 
TO ENFORCE SEcuriTIES. By Epwarp Manson, Barrister-at-Law. 
SEconD Epition. Butterworth & Co. 

The law of debentures forms one of the most interesting and im- 
portant developments in the law of recent years, and in Mr. Manson 
it has found a capable exponent. The conception of a debenture 
as @ floating security has placed this class of mortgage in a position 
of its own, and a series of cases, which are given at p. 51, have de- 
fined the time at which the debenture will cease to float, and will 
crystallize, or fasten upon the property then owned by the company. 
The question of reissuing debentures came into sudden prominence 
with Re Routledge & Sons (1904, 2 Ch. 474) and other decisions a 
few years ago, but the Legislature intervened in 1907 to permit 
the reissue, and the authorities, as well as the present statutory pro- 
vision—section 104 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908 
are stated at p. 80 et sey. The chapter on the issue of debentures 
and debenture stock contains forms of debentures and debenture 
trust deeds and other relevant documents ; and the succeeding 
chapter, on registration of mortgages and charges, explains care- 
fully the precautions which require to be taken to comply with 
the statutory provisions on this head ; while the difficult questions 
which arise as to the priorities of debenture-holders and other 
creditors—in particular, execution creditors—are discussed with full 
reference to the authorities. The work is a useful compendium of 
the law on a subject which is of importance both to investors and 
to the commercial world, and is continually before the practitioner. 


The Mayor’s Court. 

THE JURISDICTION AND PRACTICE OF THE Mayor’s Court, To- 
GETHER WITH APPENDICES OF Forms, RULES AND STATUTES 
SPECIALLY RELATING TO THE CourT. By Lewis E. Gtryn, K.C., 
and Frank S. Jackson, Barrister-at-Law, Assistant Judge of the 
Mayor's Court. Txurrp Epirion. Butterworth & Co. 


Fourteen years have passed since the second edition of this book 
was published, and it was quite time for the third to make its appear- 
ance, as there have been various changes in the practice, and the 
book is quite indispensable to the practitioner in the Mayor’s Court. 
The most important change in the practice is made by the Rules of 
1908. Up to last year plaintiffs in cases such as would be dealt with 
under order 14 in the High Court were put to much unnecessary 
inconvenience, expense, and delay in getting judgment where there 
was no real defence. The new rules stop a considerable way short 
of order 14, but they give appreciable relief. The practice of the 
court has also been improved in relation to particulars, inspection 
of documents, and dismissal of action for want of prosecution. No 
two persons could possibly be found more thore eal competent to 
write on this subject than the two authors, and the profession will 
find the work up to date and reliable. 


Magistrates’ Law. 


Stone's Justices’ MANUAL: BEING THE YEARLY JusTICES’ PRac- 
TICE FOR 1910. Witn TABLE or Statutes, TABLE oF CAsEs, 
APPENDIX OF ForMs AND TABLE OF PUNISHMENTS. Forty SECOND 
Epition. By J.R. Roserts, Solicitor. Shaw & Sons ; Butter. 
worth & Co. 

As supply creates demand, so the legal profession have grown to 
demand an annual edition of “Stone,” up to date, accurate, with all 
the decisions and statutes to the end of the preceding year duly 
noted. These requirements are fully carried out by the 1910 edition 
of this invaluable work. The book gradually increases in_ size, 
until one wonders to what enormous bulk it will grow in time. Its 
growth, however, is unavoidable so long as every session of Parlia- 
ment lays more and heavier burdens upon the shoulders of our 
magistrates. There is probably no law book so widely read as this, 
and it is not going too far to say that no one who practises in courts 
of summary jurisdiction can get on without it. The new edition in 
no way falls below the high standard of its predecessors. 





THE MAGISTRATES’ GENERAL PRACTICE: BEING A COMPENDIUM OF 
THE LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO MATTERS OCCUPYING THE 
ATTENTION OF CouURTS OF SUMMARY JURISDICTION, PENALTIES 
oN SuMMARY COoNVICTIONS, MAGISTRATES’ CALENDAR, &c., 
With AN Appenpix of Statutes, Ruies, anp Forms. By 
CHARLES MILNER ATKINSON, Stipendiary Magistrate for the City 
of SEVENTH Epirion. Stevens & Sons; Sweet & Max- 
well. 


Only a year has elapsed since the last edition of this useful book 


was published. We are by no means surprised that the demand for 
the book should pe large and increasing, for it is a very well-written 
book by an author who is thoroughly and practically acquainted with 
the subject. It is a much more readable book than most of its 
class ; it is in the form of a coherent treatise and has distinct 
literary merit. For these reasons it is eminently suitable for the 
use of the non-professional magistrate. But accuracy is never sacri- 
ficed to form, and whoever uses it may feel perfect confidence in its 
reliability. Cases are noted which are reported in the early numbers 
of this year’s reports, and the statutes coming into force in 1910 are 
— with. We can without hesitation recommend the book to our 
readers. 


The Public Health (London) Act, 1891. 


THE Pusiic Heattru (Lonpon) Act, 1891. Seconp Eprtion. By 
ALEXANDER Macmorray, K.C., and E. J. NALpRETT, Barrister-at- 
Law. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 


This book contains the annotated text of the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, together with an appendix of statutes and 
parts of statutes affecting the metropolis. Many of these enact- 
ments in the appendix are special or local Acts, not printed among 
the public general statutes, and not always readily accessible. 
Included in these special Acts is a considerable part of the London 
County (General Powers) Act, 1909, so that the book is well up to 
date. The notes are of considerable bulk and appear to be care- 
fully written. The book is hardly one to stir the general lawyer 
to enthusiasm, but is likely to prove eminently useful to all who 
have to advise on the intricate questions constantly arising with 
respect to the sanitation of London 





Books of the Week. 


Workmen’s Compensation.—Butterworths’ Workmen’s 
Compensation Cases. Vol. III. : Quarterly Advance Sheets (Part I1., 

1910). Edited by Doucias Kwyockerr, Barrister-at-Law. Con- 
taining Complete Reports of all Cases entered in the Lists of the 
House of Lords and Court of Appeal for Hilary Term, with Digest 
and Index to Parts I. and II. Butterworth & Co. 

Criminal Appeals.—Criminal Appeal Cases: Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, April 15th, 21st, 22nd, 25th, 
1910. Edited by Herman Couey, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. IV., Part 
IX. Stevens & Haynes. Price 2s. 6d. net. 





Correspondence. 


The Finance Act, rg1o. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir.—Section 25 (2) of the Finance Act, 1910, is as follows: 
“The full site value of land means the amount which remains after 
deducting from the gross value of the land the difference (if any) 
between that value and the value which the fee simple of the land, 
if sold at the time in the open market by a willing seller, might be 
expected to realize if the land were divested of any buildings,” &c. 

If we call the gross value “g” and the value when divested of 
buildings “d,” then the fuil site value would seem to be represented 
by the formula g — (g - 4d). 

But g (g - d)=d. 

Therefore, it seems to me that the sub-section would have precisely 
the same effect if the twenty-one words following “ means” were 


expunged. ' 
The sub-section would then read: “The full site value of land 
means. . . the value which the fee simple of the land if sold at 


the time in the open market by a willing seller might be expected 
to realize if the land were divested of any buildings,” &c. 
Am I right? If so, the sub-section 1s a curiosity in the way of 
draftsmanship ! W. H.W. 
[See observations under heading of “ Current Topics.”—Eb. ¥8.J.] 


The Stamp Duty on Leases. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 





Sir,—I enclose a copy of a letter addressed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with reference to the subject of the stamp duty on 
leases. 

The Chancellor’s Secretary has sent me a courteous acknowledg- 
ment of the letter. Epwp. D. L. Wiimor. 


1, Denmark-hill, Camberwell Green, London, May 23. 
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The following is the letter referred to by our correspondent :— 
[copy.] 
17th May, 1910. 

Sir,—I beg to call your attention (unless the matter has already come 
to your notice, to cases of hardship which arise from what is possibly 
an inadvertence on the part of the framers of the provisions of the 
Finance Act, 1910, relating to “ Stamps.” 

By section 73 of that Act, the stamp duties on conveyances and 
transfers on sale are doubled, except when the purchase-money does 
not exceed £500. 

By section 75, the stamp duties on leases are henceforth to be double 
the duty which would have been chargeable thereon immediately before 
the passing of the Act. 

On the sale of a newly-built house by the builder to the purchaser it 
is a usual practice for the matter to be carried out by the grant (in 
consideration of the purchase-money) of a ground lease to the purchaser, 
either from the freeholder at the direction of the builder, or from the 
builder if he is himself the freeholder. 

The stamp duty payable on such a lease consists of an ad valorem 
duty on the amount of the ground-rent, and a further ad valorem duty 
on the amount of the purchase-money equal to the duty which would be 
chargeable on a conveyance on sale at the same purchase-money. 

The Revenue authorities hold that under section 75 of the Finance 
Act, 1910, both these «/ valorem duties on such a lease are now doubled, 
notwithstanding that the purchase-money does not exceed £500. 

To exemplify the hardship caused, a case now in my office may be 
quoted where a working man, purchasing the lease of a small house, at 
a ground-rent of £5 5s., for the sum of £215, has had to pay stamp 
duties amounting to £3 2s. as against £1 133. 64., the amount which 
would have been paid prior to the passing of the Finance Act. 

It was generally understood that the object of the proviso in section 
73 of the Act was to exempt small purchases from the higher duty, and 
it is difficult to see any reason why the exemption-should not apply to 
eases where such purchases are carried out by means of leases as above 
described. 

I beg respectfully to suggest that in the new Budget provision should 
be made so that the «/ valorem duty in respect of the consideration 
money for the grant of leases on sale shall not be doubled when such 
consideration money does not exceed £500.—I am, Sir, your obedient 
servant, (Signed) Epwp. D. L. Wi.mor. 

The Right Honourable The Chancellor of the Exchequer, 

11, Downing-street, Whitehall], S.W. 


[See observations under the above-mentioned heading.—Enp. S./.] 


Licensing Act, 190;—Compensation Fund Charge. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter] 


Sir,—With reference to the article in your issue of the 21st inst. 
commenting upon my ietter and the recent case of Llangattock vy. 
Watney, Combe, Reid, «& Co., I think you have rather mistaken my 
point. 

| did not presume to suggest that there was any flaw in the reason- 
ing of the Master of the Rolls in the case mentioned. What I wished 
to call attention to was the startling result produced by the decision 
where the brewery company have granted an underlease for a term 
longer than the term of the lease under which they are actually in 
possession. The result seems to me to be that the brewery company 
can actually make a profit by deducting more in respect of the com- 
pensation fund charge than 1s deducted by the licensee. 

This was the result at which I arrived, and it seemed so remarkable 
that I suggested there must be a flaw in my reasoning. 


Apologizing for troubling you again, SoLictIror, 


May 23. 
[See observations under the above-mentioned heading.—Eb. S.J/.] 


Points to be Noted. 
Equity. 
Mortgage—Clogging the Equity—Foreign Land.—The doctrine 


that equity does not allow the insertion in a mortgage of any pro- 
vision which prevents the property being handed back on redemption 
as free as it was before the mortgage applies to mortgage debentures 
issued as security by a company, and, since equity acts 7m personam, 
it applies notwithstanding that the debentures are a charge on foreign 
land. Hence where the issue of debentures charged on land in 
South Africa was accompanied by an agreement, made according to 
English law, conferring on the debenture-bolders an exclusive licence 
to work diamondiferous ground included in the debentures, this 
agreement was not enforceable after the debentures had been re- 
deemed.—Britisu Soutu Arrica Co. v. DE BEERS ConsOLIDATED 
Mines (Limitep) (Swinfen Eady, J., Feb. 10) (54 Soricirors’ 
JOURNAL, 289 ; 1910, 1 Ch. 354). 





Covenant—Same Person joined as Covenantor and Covenantee 
—Liability in Equity.—Where the same person is joined both as 
covenantor and covenantee in a joint covenant no action can be 
brought on the covenant at law, since the common party would be a 
necessary party to the suit on both sides, and he cannot be both 
plaintiff and defendant ; and when the hability (if any) arises solely 
on the covenant, there is no remedy in equity any more than at law. 
Equity does not in such a case recognize any liability except such as 
could be established at law. If there is any remedy in equity, it 
must be based on circumstances raising an equitable liability, if any 
such exist, apart from the covenant.—ELLIs v. Kerr (Warrington, J., 
Feb. 15) (1910, 1 Ch. 529). 


Administration—Estate Duty—Marshalling as between Heir 
and Pecuniary Legatees.—Where the residuary personal estate of 
a deceased person is insufficient to pay his debts, the next fund 
applicable is the real estate prollendl to the heir, and specitic 
legatees are not liable to have their legacies encroached upon until 
such real estate has been exhausted. And for the purpose of this 
rule testamentary expenses, and also estate duty on specifically 
bequeathed personalty, which is a testamentary expense, are in the 
same position as debts. Consequently, where there is undisposed- 
of realty and specifically bequeathed personalty, and the residuary 
personalty is insufficient to pay estate duty on the specifically 
bequeathed personality, the specific legatees are entitled to have this 
paid out of the undisposed-of realty, and the assets will be marshalled 
accordingly. For this purpose estate duty is not to be treated as 
probate duty, with regard to which a different rule was acted on in 
Shepheard vy, Beetham (6 Ch. D, 597).—RE PULLEN, PARKER v, PULLEN 
(Warrington, J., Feb. 25) (1910, 1 Ch. 504). 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re RUSSELL HUNTING RECORD CO, (LIM.). Swinfen Eady, J. 
25th May. 

Compantgs Act, 1862, s. 164—ConstructiOoN—FRAUDULENT PREFERENCE 
—Computsory Fottowinc VoLtuntaRY WINDING-UP—DaTE TO BE 
REGARDED. 

A compulsory order supe reedes a voluntary winding up, and when a 
company which has gone into voluntary liquidation is ordered to be 
wound up by the court, the date to which regard is to be had in 
ascertaining whether a fraudulent preference has been made within the 
meaning of section 164 of the Companies, Act, 1862, is the date of the 
presentation of the petition, and not that of the extraordinary resolu 
tion. 

Upon the hearing of this misfeasance summons, taken out by the 
liquidator of the above-named company, a preliminary objection was 
taken by the respondents which, in the event, disposed of the summons. 
The misfeasance alleged consisted of a fraudulent preference stated to 
have been made by the direttors and secretary named in the summons. 
The preliminary objection taken was that, having regard to the dates 
on which the conduct objected to was alleged to have occurred, no 
question of fraudulent preference within the meaning of section 164 of 
the Companies Act, 1862 (the section relied on), could possibly arise. 
The extreme dates between which a fraudulent preference was alleged 
were the 13th of March, 1908, and the Ist of May, 1908. On the 4th 
of May, 1908, an extraordinary resolution was duly passed, and there 
upon the company went into voluntary liquidation. So that, up to 
that point, the extreme dates being within three months of the resolu- 
tion, no objection upon the ground of dates could be taken to the 
allegation of fraudulent preference. Subsequently, however, on the 
12th of December, 1908, a petition for winding-up was presented, and 
on the 26th of January, 1909, the company was ordered to _ be 
wound up compulsorily. Having regard to these dates, the 
preliminary objection was taken that it was the 12th of 
December, 1908, the date of the presentation of the petition, which 
section 164 of the Act of 1862 directs shall be deemed to 
correspond with the act of bankruptcy in the case of an individual, 
and not the 4th of May, 1908, the date of the extraordinary resolution. 
That being so, the acts complained of were not within the statutory 
period of three months from that date, and could not therefore amount 
to a fraudulent preference. 

Swinren Eapy, J., in his judgment, set out these facts, and said that 
he did not see his way to escape from the provision of the section which 
in terms applied in the present case. The company was “ being wound 
up under this Act,”’ the acts complained of were all alleged ‘‘ to have 
been made or done by way of undue or fraudulent preference,’ and the 
case was “the case of a company being wound up by the court.’’ It 
followed that for the purposes of that section the presentation of the 
petition was to be deemed to correspond with the act of bankruptcy, 
and to constitute a fraudulent preference within the section the acts 
in question must have been done within three months of that date. If 
that were all, the court would be bound to hold that the preliminary 
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chintion had succeeded. But some further bow light was certainly thrown 
on the matter by the case of the Taurine Co. (25 Ch. D. 118), which 
was a case under section 168 of the Act of 1862, where Lord Lindley 
pointed out that the effect of the Act was that in the case of a com 
pulsory order following a voluntary winding-up, the compulsory order 
superseded the voluntary winding-up; and the court further decided 
that it had no power to give any direction in making the order to throw 
the commencement back to any anterior date. It was argued, in the 
present case, that there was still power to direct the proceedings in | 
the voluntary winding-up to be adopted in the compulsory winding-up, 
and his lordship was asked to do this in order to prevent the anomaly 
of a compulsory —— rendering innocent acts which would otherwise | 
have constituted a fraudulent preference. But in his lordship’s opinion 
there were no proceedings which could be adopted so as to affect the 
rights of the parties. A counter-claim had been delivered in an action 
asking for a declaration based upon allegations of fraudulent pre- 
ference, but there had been no adjudication upon that, so that there 
were no proceedings to adopt. Under these circumstances his lordship 
was constrained by law to say that the preliminary objection was valid, 
and the transactions not having been within three months of the 
presentation of the petition could not constitute a frandulent preference 
within the section.—CounseL, for the applicant, Hon. Frank Russell, 
K.C., and H. 2. Wright; for the company, Gore Browne, K.C., and 
G. PF. Hart; for other respondents, Sims; Tindall Davis SOLICITORS, 
Jordan & Lavington; Strong & Buckmaster 
[Reported by Prrey T. Carpen, Barrister-at-Law 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS | 
Court of Appeal. 


Re EVERED. MOLINEUX EVERED. No. 2. 12th May. 


SETTLEMENT—TESTAMENTARY POWER OF APPOINTMENT—RELEASE INTER 
Vivos oF Powrer—REeELkASE IN PART—AGREEMENT NOT TO EXERCISE 
PoOWER—VALIDITY AND Errect oF RELEASE AND AGREEMENT. 

The donee of a testamentary power of appointment over settled funds 
among her children and issue agreed with two of her sons that she 
would not exercise the power so as to reduce the share of either to less 
than £7,000, and that the sum should vest in possession upon her 
decease, and with one of these sons that his share should be at least 
£7,000, and she agreed with a third son that she would so far release 
her power and so far contract not to exercise it that his share should 
be at least £7,000. Py her will she appointed £60,000 between her siz 
sons and their issue, the sons being only tenants for life. 


Held, that the effect of the deeds was that the testatriz only retained 


her testamentary power over so much of the trust funds as remained 
over after deducting a sufficient sum to provide £7,000 for each of 
her children under the trust in the settlement in default of appoipt- 
ment, and that the sums Sg penne by her will must abate accordingly. 
Decision of Neville, J., reversed. 
Davies v. Huguenin ; H. & M. 730) disapproved. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Neville, (reported ante, 
83). By a marriage settlement dated the 14th Z December, 1857, 
the proceeds of the sale and conversion of considerable real and pei 
sonal estate were settled upon trust for Mrs. Evered for her life for he) 
separate use, with a restraint upon anticipation, and after her death 
for Mr. Evered during his life, and after the decease of the survivo) 
upon trust for the children or other issue, born during the lifetime of 
Mr. and Mrs. Evered, or the survivor of them, of Mr. and Mrs. Evered, 
as Mrs. Evered should by will appoint, and subject thereto for the 
children at twenty-one or on marriage in equal shares, and there was 
a hotchpot clause. There were seven children of the marriage, all of 
whom attained twenty-one. Mr. Evered died in 1885. In 1892 Mrs. 
Evered made a will, by which she appointed £60,000, part of the 
settled property, in equal shares, between her six sons and their issue, 
the sons being only tenants for life, and she appointed that the residue, 
after deducting the £60,000, should be divided into seven shares, one 
seventh being added to each £10,000, and the remaining one-seventh 
being settled in favour of her daughter and her issue. Mrs. Evered 
died in April, 1909, without having altered her will except by three 
codicils which are not material for the purposes of this report. In 
the interval between the execution of her will and her death she 
executed four deeds, no one of which was referred to in any codicil. 
The first deed was dated the 9th of July, 1901. It recited that for 
the purpose of making a certain provision for each of her three children 
parties to the deed, namely, Alfred, Everard and Gillibrand, to the 
extent of £7,000 apiece, she had determined and agreed to enter inwo 
such covenant ae were therein contained, and further, for the purpose 
of benefiting Gillibrand, had agreed to assign her life interest in the 
sum of £1,000, part of the trust fund, and by the operative part of 
the deed she covenanted that she would not exercise he1 power of 
testamentary appointment so as by any means to reduce the share o1 
interest of either of the three sons in the trust fund to a less amount 
in value than £7,000 for each of the three sons, nor so as to postpone 
the vesting in possession of a share in the trust funds equal in amount 
or value to at least the sum of £7,000 in each of the three sons beyond 


the period of the death of Mrs. Evered by =e same deed she assigned 


to Gillibrand her life interest in a portion of the trust funds to the 





! amount or value of £1,000. At the end of the deed there was a pro- 
vision that nothing therein contained should operate to limit or abridge 
| the testamentary powers of appointment conferred upon Mrs. Evered 
except to the extent of the £1,000, and that, notwithstanding that 
| deed or anything therein contained, it should be lawful for her to 
| exercise her testamentary powers of appointment except as aforesaid. 
| The second deed was dated the 3rd of August, 1901. It was in favow 
| of Alfred, and by it Mrs. Evered, so far as ‘she lawfully could, appointed 
£7,000 to Alfred, and she released her life interest in a sum of £1,000. 
| The matter eame before Byrne, J., in March, 1902, and he gave effect 
| to this last deed by directing payment of £1,000 to Alfred. The third 
| deed was dated the 4th of June, 1902. By it Mrs. Evered, in exercise 
| of the power conferred upon her by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
| section 52, and of every other power her thereunto enabling so fai 
| released her testamentary power of appointment over the trust funds, 
| and so far contracted not to exercise the said power as to declare that 
in any event the share of Gillibrand in the said trust funds should 
| be at least of the value of £7,000, and she covenanted that she would 
not exercise her said power of appointment so as to reduce his share 
of the trust funds to a less sum than £7,000. The fourth deed was 
dated the 29th of October, 1902. It was precisely similar to the third 
| deed, but in favour of Everard. Neville, J., applying the doctrine in 
| Davies v. Huguenin (1 H. & M. 730), held that the releases were 
| not intended to operate except in the event of failure to appoint £7,000 
| to the sons named in them, and then only to the extent necessary to 
| make up their share to £7,000. He accordingly held that the three 
| sons were entitled in possession to £7,000 each, less advances respec 
| tively made to them out of and in respect of such sums. One of the 
| other sons appealed. 


Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and KeEnnepy, 
JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
gph song M.R.—This appeal raises questions of difficulty as 
| to the legal position of a tenant for life of a settled fund, with powei 
to appoint by will only in favour of her children or issue, and the 
difficulty is increased by reason of the strange form in which some of 
the documents are drawn. I think it will be convenient to state shortly 
some of the propositions which are either elementary and beyond dispute 
or which have been so settled by authority as to bind us. In the first 
place, a power to appoint by will only cannot be executed by deed. 
In the second place, a covenant to appoint by will in a particular way 
cannot be the subject of specific performance or have any legal opera 
tion: Palmer v. Locke (15 Ch. D. 294, 303). In the third "place, an 
| exercise of the power by will is not caters invalid by reason of the 
| fact that the appointor has covenanted to make such an appointment, 
there being no other circumstances which might render the appoint 
ment invalid apart from the covenant: Palmer v. Locke (supra). In 
| the fourth place, a release by the appointor, or a covenant by the 
appointor not to exercise the power, is not open to objection, even 
though the effect of the release is for the benefit of the appointor. 
This is expressly enacted by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, section 52, 
and decided by this court in Re Little (40 Ch. D. 418) and Re Radcliff: 
(1892, 1 Ch. 227). In the fifth place, such a ahaa or covenant may 
apply either to the whole of the settled property or to a part only, 
leaving the power intact as to the rest of the property. In the sixth 
| place, the appointor may covenant not to exercise his power in favow 
| of a particular object of the power, and in such case the power can 
thereafter only be exercised subject to the fetter or limitation thus 
imposed by the negative covenant. Lastly, in so far as the whole o1 
any part of the settled property is released from the power, it goes 
is unappoipted to the persons entitled in default of appointment, sub 
ject to the provisions of any hotchpot clause which may be found in 
the settlement. If the power is to appoint by deed or will, a deed 
by which the appointor purports to release a portion of the fund in 
favour of an object of the power may be construed—ut res magis valeut 
quam pereat—as an appointment in favour of the object. But this 
cannot be so if the power is testamentary alone. The deed must 
operate as a release or not at all. [His lordship then referred to the 
will and deeds, and continued :] Now, apart from authority, it seeme 
to me reasonably clear that the effect of these deeds was to impose a 
fetter upon Mrs. Evered’s power in this sense, that she disabled herself 
from so appointing the fund as not to secure that each of the three 
| sons should receive £7,000, although she retained full power in any 
other way to appoint the fund. It has been argued by Mr. Levett 
that these deeds are altogether inoperative and ineffectual, and tha 
the will is the only doc ‘ument which can be looked at. I am unable 
to assent to this view. It seems to me to be inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Conveyancing Act and with the express languag f 
the deeds. I therefore feel myself bound to consider what is tli 
precise operation of these deeds. It is clear that the appoint- 
ment made by will, which purports to dispose of the whole 
settled property, does prevent each of the three sons from receiving 
| £7,000 cash. Each son had, under the ultimate trust in th« 
| settlement, a title to one-seventh of the whole settled fund 
unless and until defeated by an exercise of the  powei 
| What, then, is the extent to which her power of appointment 
| was impaired or reduced or fettered by her negative covenants? She 
might have exercised her testamentary power by appointing £7,000 t 
| the son, She might have appointed £7,000 to each of the other six « hidren, 
| leaving £7,000 unappointed, which would then have gone, having regard 
| to the hotchpot clause, to the son in whose favour no appointment was 
made. But, subject to these two events, neither of which happened i 
fact, she was bound to leave the fund unappointed to the extent neces- 
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sary to leave each son £7,000 under the ultimate trust in default of 
appointment in favour of her seven children in equal shares; that is 
to say, to the extent of £49,000. In other words, she retained her 
testamentary power over the balance or residue of the trust funds only 
after deducting £49,000. The sums appointed by her will must abate 
accordingly. It is ascertained that the trust funds are not sufficient to 
produce £49,000 plus £60,000. Neville, J., has held that the only 
effect of the deeds is that £7,000 is to be deducted from the £10,000 
appointed in favour of the particular son and his issue, so that each of 
the three sons will take £7,000 by virtue of the deeds, and £3,000 
settled under the will. Now, it is obvious that this is really treating 
the deeds as appointments, and is directly opposed to the settled doc- 
trine that a testamentary power cannot be exercised by deed. The 
learned judge considered himself bound to arrive at this conclusion in 
deference to the decision of Wood, V.C., in Davies v. Huguenin. I 
have examined the pleadings and the decree in that case. Under a 
settlement a father had a power to appoint by will certain real estate 
in favour of all or any of his children. If an appointment was made, a 
sum of £6,000 was to be raised under the trusts of a term of 500 
years for the younger children of the marriage equally. There was no 
power of appointment over the £6,000. The father on the marriage of 
Harriet, one of his younger children, covenanted that he would not 
execute any appointment or do any act to defeat, lessen or diminish 
the share to which Harriet was, or became, entitled in the pecuniary 
division or portion made and secured for his younger children, and 
that he would execute all acts and deeds requisite to confirm Harriet’s 
share, so that she should receive for her share and proportion the sum 
of £1,500 at the least. The father subsequently, by his will, appointed 
the real estate to his eldest son in fee charged with £3,000 
for the benefit of his daughter Elizabeth, and £1,000 for the 
benefit of his daughter Harriet. The testator had six children, three 
of whom predeceased him. The main question which arose was as to 
the meaning of the trust in favour of younger children. The bill was 
filed by the persons in whom the estate was vested against Harriet and 
her husband and Elizabeth. No question was raised as to the rights of 
any of the deceased younger children. The main argument was 
addressed to the question whether Harriet’s rights had been satisfied by 
the testamentary appointment of £1,000, together with a sum of £200 
which had been advanced to her. The court held that if the £6,000 
had been raisable, it would have been divisible in four parts, and not 
into five, so that Harriet had not got her full share, which the father 
had covenanted that she should not be deprived of. The judgment of 
the Vice-Chancellor on this part of the case is contained in four lines : 
“It is almost too clear for argument, though the point was raised, that 
the covenant by the father operated pro tanto as a release of his 
power, and the question is what would have been the amount of Mrs. 
Huguenin’s share in the £6,000 in default of appointment.’’ And by 
his decree he declared that the difference between £1,500 and what 
she had received was to be raised out of the inheritance. Now, with 
profound respect for the Vice-Chancellor, I am unable to follow the 
reasoning upon which he proceeded. In fact, the £6,000 was not, nor 
was any part of it, raisable, because an appointment was made. I 
cannot understand on what principle it can have been held that any 
part of the £6,000 could go to Harriet. The case is cited in Farwell on 
Powers, p. 16, only as an authority for the proposition that a covenant 
not to execute a power operates in equity, either entirely or pro tanto, 
as the case may be, as a release of the power. This is in accord with 
the subsequent statutory provision and the Conveyancing Act. Davies 
v. Huguenin was referred to by Kindersley, V.C., in Coffin v. Cooper 
(2 Dr. & Sm. 365). That case itself was only a decision upon the 
point, which is now settled, that a testamentary appointment is not 
rendered invalid by reason that the appointor has covenanted to make 
the appointment. At page 375 the Vice-Chancellor says: ‘‘It has 
been held that such a covenant so entirely precludes any testamentary 
appointment inconsistent with it that the covenantee may compel the 
other appointees to make it good out of the shares which the donee of 
the power has appointed to them by will, Davies v. Huguenin. I do 
not presume to say that that is a wrong decision; indeed, it seems to 
me that it is the legitimate result of the first innovation.’’ It is obvious 
that the Vice-Chancellor disapproved of Davies v. Huguenin; and I am 
not clear that he understood its effect. Again, in Palmer v. Locke 
15 Ch. D. 294), which was a case like Coffin v. Cooper, Brett, L.J., at 
page 302, said he had some difficulty in saying that he could agree with 
what was held in Davies v. Huquenin, but even if Davies v. Huquenin 
were held to be wrong, that would have no effect upon the decision in 
the case before them. I cannot find that Davies v. Huquenin, on the 
only point material in the present case, has ever been followed, or that 
it has ever been so commented upon with approval by text-writers as 
to lead to the inference that it has been adopted by the profession. In 
these circumstances, I think that we ought to hold that Davies v. 
Huguenin on this point is contrary to principle, and ought not to be 
followed. That case was the basis of Neville, J.’s, decision. No other 
authority has been called to our attention which supports it, and I 
tlfink, for the reasons which I have indicated in the earlier part of my 
judgment, the appeal ought to be allowed. It follows that the pay- 


ment of £1,000, made under Byrne, J.’s, order, was proper, and in_ 


adjusting the figures regard must be had to that fact. So far as 
appears, Gillibrand never did receive his £1,000. The result is that, 
subject to the above adjustment of figures, each of the seven children 
will take £7,000 absolutely, and the residue will be divided rateably 
between the appointees under the will of Mrs. Evered. 

Bucktey, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseEL, 





Rolt; Buckmaster, K.C., Hewitt, and C. BE. Bovill; Levett, K.C., H. 
S. Preston, and K. G. Metcalfe. Soricrrors, J. 2. Hetley ; Woodcock, 
Ryland, & Parker, for Preston & Francis, Bournemouth ; Ford, Lloyd, 
Bartlett, d&} Michelmore; Lawrence Graham & Co. 

[Reported by J. I. Stini1ne, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DOGGETT ». WATERLOO TAXICAB CO. (LIM.). No.2. 12th May. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—TaxicaB Driver—-Casp Taken Out ror Day— 
PAYMENT BY SHARE IN PRorits—-CONTRACT OF SERVICE—WORKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 13. 


Where a driver takes out a taxicab day by day, on the terms of 
paying three-quarters of the earnings to the owner of the cab, and 
retaining one-quarter himself, but the owner has no control over the 
driver, and cannot dismiss him except by refusing to let him have the 
cab ona subsequent occasion, there is no contract of service between 
the owner and the driver, which makes the latter a workman within 
section 13 of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906. 

Appeal against an award of the judge of the Southwark County 
Court on a claim for compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906. One Doggett, a taxicab driver, who obtained his cab from 
the respondent company, met with an accident on the 31st of December 
last in the company’s yard while preparing to take out his cab. Blood 
poisoning supervened, and he died sixteen days after the accident. 
The widow claimed compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act from the cab company for the death of her husband. It was the 
practice in the company’s yard for the driver to sign a printed hiring 
sheet each day on taking out ataxicabin the following terms :—‘‘I, the 
undersigned, hereby declare that I have taken out the cab bearing the 
above number, in good condition, with full kit of tools, tariff and police 
plates properly affixed, and with my badge and licence. I will be 
personally responsible for any violation of the police regulations.’’ 
Below was a space for a summary of the taximeter totals. At the end 
of the day, or next morning if the cab came in late, the totals registered 
by the taximeter were entered in these spaces by a clerk of the com- 
pany, and three-fourths of the takings so recorded were paid by the 
driver to the owner, and the remaining fourth, less a charge for petrol 
used, belonged to the driver. When a driver left the yard he went 
where he pleased and as far as he pleased, and kept the taxicab out 
sometimes till the next day or for several days. It was admitted that 
except by refusing to let a driver have a cab the next time he applied 
for one the company had no control over the man and could not 
dismiss them. The county court judge decided that the deceased was 
the daily servant of the company, and gave judgment for the applicant 
for £249. The cab company appealed. 

THe Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Buckiey and Kennepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The question in this appeal is whether the 
dependants of Doggett, the deceased driver of a taxicab, are entitled 
to compensation from the defendants, who are the owners of the taxi- 
cab, and the answer to the question depends solely upon the true legal 
relation between Doggett and the defendants. If it was a contract of 
service, as the county court judge held, the defendants are liable. If 
it was not-a contract of service they are not liable. It must never be 
forgotten that our jurisdiction is limited to points of law, and that 
findings of fact by the county court judge, acting as arbitrator, are 
conclusive, subject to this important qualification, that if there was no 
evidence fit for the consideration of a jury to support the finding of 
fact, it is competent to this gourt, and it is the duty of this court, to 
disregard the finding. Although I have called it a qualification, it is 
not really such, for, in truth, it is a question of law whether there is 
any evidence. I have anxiously considered the notes of the evidence 
and the very full judgment of the county court judge, and I have come 
to the conclusion that his finding cannot be supported. The position 
of the driver of a taxicab is, in most respects, identical with the position 
of the driver of a horse cab. It has beefi held by a series of authori- 
ties by which we are bound that the relation of a proprietor of a horse 
cab and a driver is not in ordinary circumstances one of master and 
servant; although as between a member of the public injured through 
the negligence of the driver the proprietor is liable. The Statutory 
Rules and Orders dated the 30th of December, 1907, apply to horse 
cabs and taxicabs alike. Schedule H. gives a form of licence to act as 
driver of cabs,-and there is a table with two columns which contain 
the words ‘‘ proprietors’ service’? and ‘‘date of getting service.’’ 
Those words have not been held in the case of horse cabs to evidence 
the relation of master and servant, and they have no greater effect in 
the case of taxicabs. The contract between the proprietor and the 
driver is only for the day on which the taxicab is taken out, as the 
learned judge finds. The driver is not bound to come the next day, 
and if he does come the proprietor is not bound to let him have a 
taxicab. He is not paid anything as wages. He _ is accountable to 
the proprietor for 75 per cent. of the takings, his own remuneration 
being a sum equal to 25 per cent. of the takings. This mode of 
remuneration tends against, and not in favour of, the view that he is 
a servant. The proprietor exercises no control over the driver, who 
can go when and where he pleases. The only written evidence of the 
terms of Doggett’s contract is the taximeter sheet, and it does not in 
any way assist the plaintiffs. The learned judge seems to have been 
impressed by the fact that ‘instruction ’’ was given to the driver as 
to the mode in which the taximeter must be worked. But this was 
necessary in order to ensure compliance with the statutory rules, as 
well as to secure the due ascertainment of the sum properly payable 
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each day to the proprietor. It throws no light upon the 
control. The learned judge also attached weight to an alleged 
notice, sworn to at a very late stage of the proceedings, that 
drivers not duly noting ‘‘extras’’ would be discharged or dismissed. 
But there is nothing to shew that this notice was put up before the 
accident. Moreover, it is not easy to see how there can be a dismissal 


or discharge of a person whose contract is for a day only. In my 
opinion these various points do not suffice, either singly or collectively, 
to justify a finding that the relation between the parties was a con 


tract of service. The burden of proof rests upon the applicants, and 
they have not discharged that burden. I think that the relation was 
that of bailment, although it may possibly be contended that the 
parties were co-adventurers. In the above observations I have dealt 
only with the facts of this particular case. There may be cases in 


which the proprietor of a taxicab exercises such an amount of control 


over the driver as to justify the conclusion that the relation of mastei 

and servant exists. Hex v. Solomons (1909, 2 K. B. 980) apparently 

furnishes an insta! In my opinion the appeal must be allowed 
Bucktey and Kennepy, L.JJ., also read judgments allowing the 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


WILSON +. KELLAND. Eve, J. 9th May. 
NTURES—FLOATING CHARGE—SUBSEQUENT SPECIFI( 
MortTGAGE—N OTICE—PRIORITY. 


Company—Dest 
In 1901 « « winy assured all its property, present and future, upen 
trust to secure debentures. In 1905 it purchased other land and mort- 
gaged it to the vendor to secure the balance of the unpaid purchase 
money. In 1906 it mortgaged the equity of redemption to the plaintiff, 
who in 1909 took a transfer of the mortgage of 1905. 

Held, that the plaintiff was entitled to priority over the dehentures 
in respect »f the of 1905, but that he was not entitled to 
priority in + ct of the mortgage of 1906. 


rortqage 


This was an action raising a question whether debenture-holders 
under a floating charge had priority over a specific mortgage. By a 
trust: deed of the 5th of March, 1901, the Bedfurd Brewery (Plymouth) 
(Limited) conveyed and assigned all their property, present and future, 
upon trust to secure certain debentures, such deed to operate as a 
floating security and so that the company should not be at liberty to 
create any charge on such premises in priority to the security of the 
debenture-holders. The debentures, however, vrovided that they were 
not to operate so as to prevent the company charging subsequently 
acquired property in priority to the debentures. On the 27th of 
January, 1905, the company mortgaged certain property to Kelland for 
£3,000, that sum being the unpaid balance of the purchase money for 
which the company had shortly before the date of the mortgage agreed 
to purchase the property. On the 7th of June, 1906, the company 
mortgaged the equity of redemption to the plaintiff. On the 16‘h of 
July, 1909, Kelland transferred his mortgage to the plaintiff, who at 
the date of the trust deed was a director of the company. The plaintiff 
claimed priority over the trust deed and the debentures thereby secured, 
and commenced this action for foreclosure in April, 1909 

Eve, J.—As regards the mortgage of the 27th of January, 1903, it 
is, in my opinion, immaterial whether the mortgagees had or had not 
notice of the deed of 1901 and the debentures thereby secured. Any 
equity which attached to the property contracted to be purchased in 
June and conveyed to the company in September, 1904, in favour of 
the debenture-holders or their trustees was throughout subject to tho 
paramount equity of the unpaid vendors; and the legal mortgage 
which secures the unpaid purchase moneys must, in my opinion, take 
priority over any charge to persons claiming through the purchaser. I 
hold, therefore, that the plaintiff is entitled to priority over the 
defendant society in respect of the mortgage of 1905. The evidence 
proves that the vendor mortgagees had no actual notice of the deben- 
tures and the trust deed, but had I come to the conclusion that the 
priority of their mortgage depended upon the question whether or not 
they had any notice I should have been prepared to hold that the par- 
ticulars registered in this case pursuant to section 14 of the Companies 
Act, 1900, amounted to constructive notice of a charge affecting the 
property, but not of any special provisions contained in that charge 
restricting the company from dealing with their property in the usual 
manner when the subsisting charge is a floating security. I think this 
view is in accordance with the judgment of Kekewich, J., in Re the 
Standard Rotary Machine Co. (Limited) (95 L. T. 829, 834). The real 
difficulty in the case arises in respect of the mortgage of the 7th of 
June, 1906. Was it competent for the company at that date to give the 
plaintiff a security ranking in priority to the security of the debenture- 
holders? The answer depends on the true construction of the deben- 
tures and the trust deed securing them, and on this the difficulty of 
reconciling the provisions of clause 6 of the deed with the third con- 
dition endorsed on the debenture raises a serious question. If it were 
permissible to ture how the inconsistency between the clause 





onye 


and the condition arose, it would not be difficult to attribute it to an 
omission on the part of the draftsman to add at the end of clause 6 
of the deed the proviso which would seem to have been added to the third 
condition as originally framed. 


But the duty of the court in this action 


question of 


| but without 











is to construe, not to reform, the contract, and in so doing to give effect 
if possible, to all its terms. To effectuate this I think I am bound to 
hold that in the proviso with which condition 3 concludes the words 
‘* herein’? and*‘ hereby ’’ must be read as equivalent to “in this 
debenture ’’ and ‘‘ by this debenture,’’ and that the proviso cannot 
be treated as controlling, or qualifying, the security created by the 
trust deed. The debenture-holder has the cumulative benefit of the 
security created by his debenture and by the trust deed; the forme: 
is not to operate so as to prevent the company charging subsequently 
acquired property in priority to or pari passu with it; the latter is so 
to operate unless and until modified by the debenture-holders under 
the provisions contained in the fifth schedule to the deed. No such 
modification having been made, I come to the conclusion that the 
company could not in June, 1906, create a security in favour of the 
plaintiff ranking in priority to the trust-deed, and accordingly I hold 
that in respect of this mortgage the plaintiff is not entitled to any 
order for foreclosure against the society. In respect of the mortgage 
of the 27th of January, 1905, there will be the usual foreclosure order 
against the company and the society, and an order for delivery of 
possession to the plaintiff of the mortgaged premises.—Covunsen, 
Stewart Smith, K.C., and Frederic Thompson; Jessel, K.C., and 
Harman. Soxicitors, Coleman, Betts, & Howard, for Edgcombe 
Stevens, Plymouth; Gribble, Oddie, Sinclav, Rowlatt, & Johnson. 
[Reported by S. E. Wriitrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re ELFORD. ELFORD vy. ELFORD. [ve, J. 11th April 


Witt—Tenant ror Lire aND REMAINDERMAN—DIRECTION TO CoNVERT— 
IncomME—PRoFITS OF UNCONVERTED BUSINESS. 

A testator directed his property to be converted, with power to post- 
pone conversion except as to his business, and he directed the income 
arising from his estate until conversion to be applied as if the same 
were income arising from the proceeds of such conversion. It was 
found impracticable to dispose of the business. 

Held, that the profits of the business represented income arising from 
the testator’s estate, and ought therefore to be paid to the tenant fo 
life. 

3y his will a testator devised and bequeathed all his residuary real 
and personal property to his executors upon trust for sale and con- 
version at such time or times and in such manner as they should think 
fit, ‘‘ but as to the business carried on by me in Sicily that they shall 
wind up and dispose of the same as soon as practicable after my death, 
and, if possible, within twelve months thereof, provided that they shall 
have the fullest power and discretion to postpone the sale calling in or 
conversion of the whole or any part or parts of my said property other 
than the said business.’’ The testator also declared that ‘‘all the 
income arising from my estate shall until conversion be applied as if 
the same were income arising from the proceeds of such conversion, 
no part thereof being liable to be retained as capital.’’ The testator 
directed his trustees to pay the income of the residuary estate when 
invested to his wife for life, and, subject thereto, the testator’s infant 
daughter was entitled in remainder to the whole estate on her attaining 
twenty-one or being married. At the time of his death, in October, 
1907, the testator was engaged in business in Sicily as a coal and 
general merchant, the capital employed by him in such business being 
£22,500, and the net profits for the years 1907, 1908, and 1909 being 
£1,721, £2,100, and £3,000 respectively. There was evidence that 
every effort had been made by the executors to dispose of the business, 
This summons was issued to determine how as 
between tenant for life and remainderman the profits of the business 
since the testator’s death ought to be applied. 

Eve, J.—On behalf of the infant it has been argued that on the true 
construction of this will the clause giving to the tenant for life the 
income of unconverted property does not extend to the profits earned in 
the business : first, because such profits cannot be properly described as 
“income arising from the estate’’ in that, although in one sense pro- 
duced by the investment in the business of part of the estate, they 
are really brought into existence by the executors’ conduct and carrying 
on the business, and are in that sense the product of the combined 
use of the testator’s capital and the exertions of the executors; and 
secondly, because the clause giving a tenant for life the income of 
unconverted property is the usual appendage to a trust for conversion 
with a super-added power to postpone, but is not recognised as a 
usual or, indeed, as an appropriate appendage to a trust for imme- 
diate conversion. At the same time it is not contended that it is not 
open to a testator to direct an immediate conversion and to provide that 
if such immediate conversion is impracticable the income of the asset 
so long as it remains unconverted is to be paid to the tenant for life, 
and on behalf of the widow it is urged that this is what the testato 
has done. In my opinion, as.a matter of construction, the expression 
‘all the income arising from my estate’”’ includes the profits arising 

Such profits represent the income accruing to the 


success. 


from the business. 
testator’s estate from and by way of interest on his capital invested 
in the business, and although they are, no doubt, the product of 
the combined use of his capital and of the executor’s skill, they, after 
all, represent the return coming to his estate for the use of his 
money. I think, too, the point is covered by authority. Sir George 
Jessel in Re Huggine (51 L. J. Ch. 935) says the word income is “as 
large a word as can be used ”’ to denote a person’s rei eipts. In Re 
Chancellor (26 Ch. D. 42) the Court of Appeal held a tenant for 
life by virtue of a gift of the rents, profits, and income accruing from 
unsold realty and unconverted personalty to be entitled to the ‘profits 








to prev 
busines 
it imp 
testato 
and I 
of the 
proper 
power 
tends 
being | 
the w! 
Guthr 
& Lew 


Ww 
Bi 


A 
Lond 
tarne 
deca 
of dt 
or si 
wort! 
at ay 
land 
Arist 
the 
cond 
poss 
wha 

In 
the 

H 
barg 
appl 
tual 

T 
skin 
who 
carl 

a b 

Wh 

liab 

tain 
the 
the 

Am 

by 

pro 
wo! 
by 
are 
I 

4. 

abl 

Th 

~— 

tha 
wh 
ap] 
be 
the 
Bo 
of 
an 
be 
rig 
th 
th 
wl 
of 


“ 








und to 


words 




















May 28, 1910. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


(Vol. 54.} 543 __ 











of a business retained unconverted for two years under a power to 
postpone. And in Re Crowther (1895, 2 Ch. 56) Mr. Justice Chitty 
in like manner treated the profits of a business as included in a gift 
not “‘of”’ the rents, profits, and income, but of the income accruing 
from unsold realty and unconverted personalty. On the first point, 
therefore, I do not think the argument on behalf of the infant ought 
to prevail. As to the second point, the evidence satisfies me that the 
business has been retained solely because the trustees have found 
it impracticable to dispose of it. I think the will shows that the 
testator clearly contemplated the possibility of such a contingency, 
and I do not see any sufficient grounds for limiting the application 
of the clause giving to the tenant for life the income of unconverted 
property to that part of the estate which is subject to the discretionary 
power to postpone. I think that the testator has shewn that he in- 
tends the income of the whole of his unconverted estate for the time 
being to be paid to the tenant for life, and, accordingly, I declare 
the widow to be entitled to the profits.—CounseL, 7ngpen, K.C., and 
Guthrie-Smith ; Jessel, K.C., and Mossop; Stainer. Soricrrors, Stokes 
& Lewis; C. J. Parker. 
[Reported by 8. E. Wrtttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Gourt—King’s Bench 
o se e § 
Division. 
WIENER +». WILSONS AND FURNESS-LEYLAND LINE (LIM.). 
Hamilton, J. 19th April. 
Bits or Lapinc—Crarr Transtt—VEssEL—EXCEPTIONS—UNSEA- 
WORTHINESS—A MBIGUITY. 

A bill of lading provided for the shipment of certain goods from 
London to Gloversville, in the United States of America, and con- 
tained a clause of exceptions which included damage from rain, frost, 
decay, pilferage, wastage, etc. It also contained exceptions in respect 
of damage or loss from boilers, etc., and “‘ unseawortliness, submerging 
or sinking of ship or admission of weter into the vessel . . . unsea- 
worthiness or unfitness of the vessel at commencement of, or before, or 
at any time during the voyage, perils of the seas, rivers, navigation or 
land transit of whatever nature or kind, and all damage, loss or injury 
arising from the perils or things above mentioned.’’ At the end of 
the bill of lading were the words: ‘‘All the above exceptions and 
conditions shall apply from the time when the goods come into the 
possession or custody of the carriers or their agents in warehouse or 
wharf in course of land or water transit or in any other situation.” 

In a claim for damages by the shippers in respect of injury caused by 
the unseaworthiness of a barge in which the cargo was carried, 

Held, that the word ‘“‘ vessel”? in the bill of lading applied to the 
barge, and ‘that, as a matter of construction, the last clause also had 
application to the barge, and the provision about unseaworthiness effec 
tually protected the shipowners. i 


This was an action brought by the shippers of 97 bales of sheep- 
skins for breach of a through bill of lading against the defendants, 
who granted them the bill of lading and received the sheepskins for 
carriage. The skins were, in fact, handed to a lighterman, and to 
a barge of which he was in charge, by the plaintiffs at St. Olave’s 
Wharf, in London, and it was admitted that the defendants were 
liable for the lighter and lighterman, and also that the contract con- 
tained in the through bill of lading was applicable to that part of 
the transit of lighter to the carrying vessel, 7’he Anglian, belonging to 
the defendants. The plaintiffs alleged that the barge in question, 7'he 
Amy, was not seaworthy or reasonably fit for the carriage of the skins 
by reason of her not having a supply of tarpaulins with which to 
protect the skins from rain. The defendants contested the unsea- 
worthiness, and also pleaded that they were protected from liability 
by the clauses of the bill of lading, the material portions of which 
are stated in the headnote. 

HamiLTon, J., in the course of his judgment, said that the words 
“unseaworthiness or unfitness of the vessel’? were abundantly cap- 
able of being applied to the barge Amy as well as to the ship Anglian. 
There were a good many passages in the bill of lading in which 
“vessel” was used as a term capable of wider interpretation 
than the words ‘‘ steamer’? or ‘‘ship.’’ The next question was 
whether the words ‘‘ unseaworthiness or unfitness of the vessel ’’ were 
applied to the craft by the omnibus clause at the end, or whether it had 
been expressed so unambiguously as to entitle the shipowner to rely upon 
the exception. As to this he accepted the test laid down in Elderslie v. 
Borthwick (1905, A. C. 93), but the real crux came in the application 
of it. He thought, however, that the first thing that would occur to 
anyone reading the bill of lading at the end was: Here is a risk 
being tacked on antecedent to the carriage by sea. I am getting the 
right to have my goods carried under this bill of lading not only in 
the ship, but from the warehouse to the ship, and I see at the end 
that the shipowner claims to be as free from liability in warehouse, on 
wharf, or in craft, as he claimed to be in the earlier part of the bill 
of lading. It appeared to his lordship that he would then say : 
“There may be some doubt about some of these things, because they 
do not apply to a barge, although as to fhat there can be no real 
difficulty, because what does not apply to a barge does not apply to 
the case and may be struck out, but I understand this to mean that 
he intends that anything that can apply to a barge, from which he 





is protected in the case of the ship, he intends to be protected 


against in the case of the barge.’’ If that was so, it appeared to him 
that, as a matter of construction, the last clause applied to the barge, 
and the provision about unseaworthiness effectually protected the 
shipowners. In the result there would be judgment for the defendants 
with costs.—CounseL, Bailhache, K.C., and Leck, for the plaintiffs ; 
Scrutton, K.C., and Dawson Miller, for the defendants. Soricrrors, 
Ballantyne, McNair, & Clifford; William A. Crump & Som. 
(Reported by LEONARD (, THoMAS, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re JESSOPP (A SOLICITOR). C.A. No. 2. 5th May. 
PracticEe—AFFIDAVIT—ExtTracts FROM Letrers Written WITHOUT 
Presupice—Strikinc Our—R. 8. C. XXXVIII. 11. 

The question of the admissibility in evidence of letters written with- 
out prejudice ought to be decided at the trial of an action, when all 
the facts are before the court, and not on an application under ord. 38, 

r. 11, to strike extracts from such letters out of an affidavit. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Joyce, J., on an application 
by a mortgagor for an order to tax a bill of costs of his mortgagee’s 
solicitor. ‘The solicitor filed an affidavit with a view to shewing that 
there had been a settlement of the bill. The affidavit contained extracts 
from certain letters written to him by the mortgagor’s solicitors with- 
out prejudice. The mortgagor applied that the extracts in question, 
which he alleged applied only to other bills of costs, might be struck 
out, as being embarrassing, vexatious, and oppressive. Joyce, J., dis- 
missed the application. The mortgagor appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and Kennepy, 
L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—I think this application is misconceived. In 
the first place, can it be said that the extracts from letters written 
without prejudice are ‘‘scandalous’’ within r. 11 of Order 38? That 
would be a new meaning to attach to the word ‘‘ scandalous.’’ Scanda- 
lous matter must, of course, be irrelevant; but to say that every 
irrelevant matter is scandalous would be going far beyond authority. 
Then, it is said that the court has jurisdiction to take oppressive docu- 
ments off the file. I think that the answer given by the learned judge 
is consistent with common sense—that when the summons comes on 
to be heard the defendant can say that the letters were written with- 
out prejudice. Of course there are circumstances which may make 
letters written without prejudice admissible in evidence, but the time 
to settle whether these letters ought to be looked at seems to me to 
be when the summons for taxation comes on to be heard, and not a 
preliminary application of this kind. The appeal must be dismissed. 

Bucktey, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Kennepy, L.J., agreed.—Counset, Hughes, K.C., and Hickman; 
Christopher James. Soxicrtors, Frederick Walker & Co.; HE. &: 
Mote. 

[Reported by J. I. Strrtine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 
R. ». IRELAND. 5th Feb. 


CriminaL LAaw—AppeaL—Ricur or-—ConvictTion ON INDICTMENT 
SrecrAL Verpict or Guitty, sur INSANE—DETENTION DURING HIS 
Masesty’s PLeasure—Triat or Lunatics Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. 
c. 38) s. 2—Criminat Appeat Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, c. 23) s. 3. 


The appellant was indicted for unlawfully wounding with intent to 
do grievous bodily harm. The jury found that he was quilty of the 
act charged against him but to have been insane, so as not to be 
responsible according to law for his actions at the time when he did 
the act—the special verdict under section 2 (1) of the Trial of Lunatics 
Act, 1883. The judge, in accordance with section 2 (2) of that Act 
ordered that the appellant should be kept in custody as a criminal 
lunatic till is Majesty's pleasure be known. 

Held, that the appellant had been convicted on indictment within 
the meaning of section 3 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, and that 
therefore he had a right of appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal. 

Appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal. The facts appear suffi 
ciently from the head-note and the judgment. It appeared that there 
was a count in the indictment for wounding with intent to murder ; 
but the jury found their special verdict on the count for wounding 
with intent to do grievous bodily harm. By section 2 of the Trial of 
Lunatics Act, 1883 : (1) ‘‘ Where in any indictment or information any 
act or omission is charged against any person as an offence, and it is 
given in evidence on the trial of such person for that offence that he 
was insane, 60 as not to be responsible according to law for his 
actions at the time when the act was done or omission made, then, if 
it appears to the jury before whom such person is uried that he did 
the act or made the omission charged, but was insane as aforesaid at 
the time when he did or made the same, the jury shall return a special 
verdict to the effect that the accused was guilty of the act or omission 
charged against him, but was insane as aforesaid at the time when 
he did the act or made the omission.’’ (2) ‘‘ Where such special verdict 
is found the court shall order the accused to be kept in custody as a 
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criminal lunatic, in such place and in such manner as the court shall 
direct till Her Majesty’s pleasure shall be known; and it shall be 
lawful for Her Majesty thereupon and from time to time to give such 
order for the safe custody of the said person during pleasure, in such 
place and in such manner as to Her Majesty may seem fit.’”’ By 
section 3 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907: ‘‘ A person convicted on 


indictment may appeal under this Act to the Court of Criminal 


Appeal. Then follow the conditions on which such a person 
may appeal.] 

Daruinc, J., delivered the following written and considered judg- 
ment of the Courr (Dartinc, Pickrorp and Corerincr, JJ.) : This 
question arises with reference to a person—the appellant—who was 
tried for the offence of wounding with intent to do grievous bodily 
harm and found guilty, but who was at the same time, in accordance 
with section 2 (1) of the Trial of Lunatics Act, 1883, found to be 
insane at the time of the commission of the offence. The question 
for the court is whether the appellant was a ‘‘ person convicted on 
indictment ’’ within the meaning of section 3 of the Criminal Appeal 
Act, 1907. The point is important, for by that section an appeal to 
this court is only given to a person convicted on indictment: ‘* A 


person convicted on indictment may appeal under this Act to the Court 
of Criminal Appeal. ” Therefore the appellant has no appeal 
here unless he was a person convicted on indictment. If he was not 
convicted on indictment then he has no right of appeal. It would be 
a curious exception from the rule if a person found ‘“ guilty but 
insane’ had no right of appeal to this court—an exception by no 
means if his favour. If that were intended by the Legislature we 
should have expected it to be stated in the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, 
in express terms, especially as the word “‘ conviction ’’ has been regarded 
as a word of equivocal meaning. Now this special verdict was returned 
by virtue of the provision in section (2) 1 of the Trial of Lunatics Act, 
1883. [His lordship read the sub-section (ubi supra).] It is worth 
noticing that the language of the sub-section is imperative : ‘‘ The jury 
shall return a special verdict to the effect that the accused was guilty 
of the act or omission charged against him, but was insane as afore- 
said at the time when he did the act or made the omission’’; they 
are not merely to return a verdict guilty or not guilty. If we look 
back to the origin of trial by jury we find that a special verdict was 
the ordinary verdict. There always was and still is a right on the 
part of the jury to return a special verdict unless there is an Act of 
Parliament expressly forbidding them to exercise that right. But this 
sub-section provides that in the circumstances there mentioned the 
jury shall return a special verdict. In Hawkin’s Pleas of the 
Crown, vol. 2, c. 47 s. 3, at p. 619 (8th ed.) we read :*‘ Thirdly, that 
it is settled that the jury may give a special verdict in any criminal 
case, whether capital or not capital, as well as in a civil.’’? The autho 
cites many authorities for that proposition, and then he quotes from 
Kelyng’s Reports—an authority not now perhaps of much weight— 
‘that it is dishonourable for the court to suffer a special verdict in a 
plain case.’’ But in this case, by section 2 (1) of the Criminal Lunatics 
Act, 1883, the jury shall return a special verdict. Hale says (see 
Hale’s History of the Pleas of the Crown (1800, vol. 2, at p. 
301) : ‘‘ The jury may find a special verdict, or may find the defendant 
guilty of the fact, but vary in the manner ’ 


z 





very much what the jury 


are required to do in a case coming within this sub-section. In 
another very authoritative book on criminal law, Foster’s Crown 
Laws (see c. 1V. Discourse II. ‘‘ Of Homicide” at p. 279) the 


author says : ‘‘ Having considered the cases of homicide justifiable and 
barely excusable, I will submit to the judgment of the learned reader 
what hath occurred to me touching the behaviour of the petit jury and 
what verdict they are to give in these cases, and likewise upon criminal 
prosecutions in the cases of infancy and insanity.’’ In section 1 he 
said : ‘‘ Though the jury may and have been formerly directed in the 
cases of infancy and insanity to find the special matter, whereupon the 
court is to give judgment of acquittal, yet under the direction of the 
court they may find a general verdict of acquittal without this circuity. 


ona. ‘ ° : ; ’ 

This rule is founded in sound reason and substantial justice. Then 
he gives the reason: ‘‘ For undoubted] crimen non contrahitur nisi 
voluntas nocendi intercedat.”’ Now it is plain that in the old days 


before the Act of 1800 was passed, where it appeared that the accused 
did the deed but was insane at the time so as not to be responsible 
for the act according to law, the jury might return a general verdict 
of not guilty, or they might return a special verdict that the accused 
did the deed but was non compos, on which there was judgment of 
acquittal and the prisoner was released Then section 1 of the 
Criminal Lunatics Act, 1800 (39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 94), was passed, by 
which ** The jury shall be required to find specially whether such ‘a 
person was insane at the time of the commission of such offence and 
to declare whether such person was acquitted by them on account of 
such insanity,’’ and if the jury found he was so insane he was w be 
kept in strict custody until His Majesty’s pleasure should be known. 
Then section 2 of the Trial of Lunatics Act, 1883, was passed, by 
which the jury were required, where they found the prisoner to have 
been insane at the time of the act or omission so as not to be respon- 
sible for his actions according to law to bring in a verdict of “ guilty 
but insane,”’ and then by section 2 (2) of that Act ‘where such a 
special verdict is found, the court shall order the accused to be kept 
in custody as a criminal lunatic . . . till His Majesty’s pleasure 
shall be known; and it shall be lawful for His Majesty thereupon, and 
from time wo time, to give such order for the safe custody of the 
person during pleasure in such place and in such manner as to His 
Majesty may seem fit.’” Now when the special verdict is brought in 








and the prisoner is so sentenced, is that a conviction within the mean- 
ing of section 3 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907? If it is said the 
result is only a special verdict, what is the special verdict? Is it one 
of guilty or of not guilty? By the terms of section 2 of the Act of 
1885 it certainly is not a verdict of not guilty, for ‘‘ the jury shall 
return a special verdict to the effect that the accused was guilty of 
the act or omission charged against him, but was insane as aforesaid 
at the time.’’ This is substituted for the old form, the special verdict 
of not guilty on the ground of insanity and that of merely ‘‘ not 
guilty ’’ which was recorded before 1800. And the accused being 
‘guilty but insane’’ he is then to be treated as a criminal lunatic. 
Suppose a person so found ‘guilty but insane’”’ were indicted again 
upon the same charge. What would he be entitled to plead? Any 
other person who had been tried could plead autrefois acquit or autre- 
fois convict. Could such a person plead autrefois acquit? Clearly 
not, having regard to the terms of section 2 of the Trial of Lunatics 
Act, 1883, under which the special verdict was brought in. Could he 
plead autrefois convict? If not, he would be liable to be tried again, 
with, possibly, a different result. It cannot be that the law places 
him at such a disadvantage, for there is no provision for his pleading 
the special verdict on a subsequent trial. He has a right of appeal 
to this court if he is a person ‘‘ convicted ’’ on indictment. In Black 
stone’s Commentaries, vol. 4, at p. 355, it is said: “‘If the jury 
find him guilty he is then said to be convicted of the crime whereof 
he stands indicted. Which conviction may accrue two ways: either 
by him confessing the offence and pleading guilty, or by his being 
found so by the verdict of his country.’’ Tindall, C.J., said in 
Burgess v. Boetefoeur (1844, 7 M. & Gr. 481): ‘“‘ The word conviction 
is undoubtedly verbum wquivocum. It is sometimes used as meaning 
the verdict of jury and at other times, in its more strictly legal sense, 
for the sentence of the court. In the passage cited from Blackstone’s 
Commentaries (supra) the term seems to be used in both senses.’ 
It is plain, then, that these words ‘‘conviction’’ and ‘‘ convicted ”’ 
are not words of very precise meaning. They are used with different 
meanings. The question for us is whether the word ‘‘ conviction ”’ 
may include the case where such a special verdict is brought in by 
the jury of guilty but insane under the terms of section 2 of the 
Trial of Lunatics Act, 1883, with the subsequent order prescribed by 
law. Our opinion is that in such a case there has been a conviction 
on indictment within the meaning of section 3 of the Criminal Appeal 
Act, 1907—an opinion which is strengthened by the terms of the other 
sections of that Act and of the rules made pursuant to that Act. We 
consider that this special verdict and the order consequent thereon do 
amount to a conviction, and that the appellant is a person convicted 
on indictment and as such has a right of appeal to this court. 

On the 11th of February the appeal was heard upon its merits and 
dismissed.—CounseEL, for the appellant, Percival Clarke ; for the Crown, 
Bodkin. Soxicrrors, The Registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal; 
The Director of Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 





were successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 4th and 
5th of May, 1910: 
Aman, John Godfrey 


Bowman, Anthony Harvey 
Brown, Leslie Clifford 


Marriott, Neville Freckelton 
Marriott, Thomas Frank Cantley 
Masser, Henry Thornton 
Burgess, Thomas Walton Maule, Edward Barry 
Chadwick, John Measures, Richard John 
Chaloner, Arthur Ernest Gregory Morgan, Arthur Mainwaring 
Clark, Albert Douglas MacKillop Morris, Charles John 

Cottrell, George Frederick Morris, Harry 

Davis, John Owen Pain, Nigel Squarey 

Donovan, Jeremiah Rankin, James 

Enever, Frank Alfred Robertshaw, Walter Greenwood 
Fairbairn, Ernest Hulford Robertson, Adam 

Field, Edmund Ventris Robson, Norman Spottiswood 
Freeman, George William Rumney, Thomas 
Fulton-Smith, Graeme Gartshore Sherman, Alfred 

Gomme, Geoffrey James Shirley, Vincent Charles 
Higson, Harry Wright Short, Francis Leslie 
Humphreys, Noel Forbes Skrine, Walter Vivian Douglas 
Hurner, Alfred Stokes, William Russell 
Jackson, Howard Murray Thomas, Charles 

James, Cyril Hammond ~ Thorn, William Marchant Warne! 
Johnson, Arnold Miller Wallace, George Malcolm 
Johnson, Denys Billinghurst Walton, William Lees Percival 
Jones, Thomas Roberts Williams, Owen Griffith 
Lambert, Sidney Williams, Ronald Duke 
Linder, Sam Wilson, Ernest Edward 
Mainprice, Francis Henry Wright, Cyril Frederick 
Markby, Ralph Freeling 


The following candidates are certified by the examiners to have 
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passed with distinction, and will be entitled to compete at the Student- 
ship Examinatjon in July, 1910 :— 
Brown, Leslie Clifford 
Clark, Albert Douglas MacKillop 
Cottrell, George Frederick 
Davis, John Owen 
Number of candidates ... 94. 
By order of the Council, 
S. 2”. B. BuckKNILL, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 19th May, 1910. 


Gomme, Geoffrey James 
Linder, Sam 
Skrine, Walter Vivian Douglas 


Passed... 55 


Obituary. 
Judge J. S. Will, K.C. 


The death is announced of Mr. John Shiress Will, K.C., in his 
sixty-ninth year. He was the son of Mr. John Will, of Jamaica, and 
was called to the Bar in 1864, and was made a Q.C. in 1883. In 1885 
he was elected Member of Parliament for the Montrose district burghs, 
and retained the seat at the succeeding general elections of 1886, 1892, 
and 1895. In 1896 he retired in favour of Mr. John Morley, and in 
the same year was appointed County Court Judge of Circuit No. 7. 














Legal News. 


Appointments 

Sir Witt1am SNowpon Rosson, K.C., M.P., Attorney-General, has 
been sworn of the Privy Council. 

Mr. E. B. Suarptey, solicitor, at present Town Clerk of the Borough 
of Tynemouth, has been appointed Town Clerk of the confederated 
county borough of Stoke-on-Trent. 

Mr. F. W. W. Kincpon has been appointed an Assistant-Solicitor to 
the Inland Revenue Department. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Warren Eccites Hertster and Cuartes Gorpon Bonser, solicitors 
(Hertslet, Bonser, & Co.), 3, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn, London. 
May 2. [Gazette, May 20. 

Rozgert Henry Epetston Stuart BeHReND and WILLIAM WYLLIE 
RopceEr, solicitors (R. H. Behrend & Rodger), 17, Surrey-street, Strand, 
London. Feb. 23. [Gazette, May 24. 


Information Required. 


The Hon. ETHELDRED FLORENCE DILLON, formerly of 
Pudlicote House, Charlbury, Oxon, spinster, who died at Villa Coed 
Eos, Cannes, on March 17, 1910.—Any person who can afford material 
information concerning English wills made by the deceased since 
October, 1889, is requested to communicate with Dimond & Son, 
solicitors, Welbeck-street, London, W. 


General. 


Legal learning, says the American journal, Case and Comment, is 
worth just $100 a pound in San Francisco, according to a decision 
alleged to have been rendered in the superior court in settling the 
amount that should be awarded for legal services to an attorney who 
had won a suit brought to recover damages for negligent injuries. 
After argument, the court said : ‘‘ Bailiff, take the papers of this wise 
man of the law outside, and have them weighed. We shall allow him 
an even hundred dollars a pound for his legal learning.’’ The bailiff 
reported the papers weighed two pounds and a half. ‘‘ So be it,’’ said 
the judge, ‘‘the learned counsellor is entitled to $250. Call the next 
case.’? The decision, it is reported, will be appealed. 

The death is announced of Professor Planck, one of the most eminent 
German jurists, best known for the very large share which he took in the 
work of the codification of German civil law. He was, says the 7'imes, 
trained in the law at Berlin and Géttingen, and practised in the then 
Kingdom of Hanover. He was elected in 1867 to the Reichstag of the 
North German Confederation and to the Lower House of the Prussian 
Diet, but gave up his seat in both Houses after a few years in conse- 
quence of increasing blindness. It is from 1874, in which year Planck 
became practically blind, that his reputation as a jurist dates. In that 
year he was appointed member of a committee for codification of the 
then existing four different systems of civil law in Germany. Prac- 
tically without intermission he continued to take part in the work 
until its completion in 1896, whereupon, together with other jurists, 
he began to write a commentary upon it. Planck’s extraordinary 
memory, which, it is said, enabled him to quote by heart any of the 
2,300 paragraphs of the code, made up in a great measure for what he 
lost by his blindness. Until a few terms ago Planck was lecturing at 
Géttingen University, where he was professor, on the work in which 
he had taken so pre-eminent a part. 





\ 





The judges have fixed the following dates for holding the summer 
assizes on the North-Eastern Circuit :—Durham, Wednesday, 22nd 
of June; Newcastle, Thursday, 30th of June; York, Thursday, 7th 
of July ; Leeds, Wednesday, 13th of July. 

Dent, J., in Griffith v. Blackwater Boom and Lumber Co. (46 W. Va. 
56) was, says the American Case and Comment, the author of the 
following rhetorical gem: ‘‘ At the time the alleged breach occurred, 
the company had ceased to exist, save only in name, and its bones 
were already bleaching on the plains of corporate existence, amid 
millions of their kind.” 

Some heat appears to have been developed in the evidence before 
the Divorce Commission. On Wednesday Judge Woodfall said, accord- 
ing to the Z'imes, that county court judges had to decide questions 
quite as anxious as those raised in divorce proceedings, and he felt 
some resentment at the evidence given in this respect by, he believed, 
one of the pundits of the Divorce Court. 

In the Court of Session, Edinburgh, on the 18th inst., says the 
Times, My. Arthur Dewar, formerly Solicitor-General for Scotland 
and Member of Parliament for South Edinburgh, took his seat as a 
judge, with the time-honoured formalities, under the Bench title of 
Lord Dewar. Lord Dewar’s commission was under the sign-manual of 
King Edward, and was dated April 23. The Lord President had re- 
ceived a letter superscribed by King George V., in which it was stated 
that, as owing to the vacation it had not been possible to give effect 
to his late Majesty’s letter during his lifetime, and it was desirable 
that the authority contained therein should not lapse but be ratified 
and confirmed, his Majesty directed that effect should be given to his 
late Majesty's letter with all convenient despatch. 

The Railway Commissioners sat at Edinburgh, on Wednesday, to 
hear arguments on points of law in the Scotch demurrage and siding 
rent cases, but it was found, says the 7'imes, that the applications of 
the railway companies claiming payment for detention of wagons and 
undue occupation of sidings, together with the traders’ answers and 
the companies’ replies, extended to 357 pages of pleadings; a group 
of applications by traders occupied 412 pages of pleadings; and a 
third group relating to questions of right as regards the running of 
owners’ wagons occupied 115 pages. Altogether the Commissioners are 
called upon to determine questions which the parties concerned have 
brought before them in 984 printed pages of pleadings. The cases 
were adjourned for hearing until October 25. 

According to a Parliamentary paper just issued, giving the number 
and the total immediate cost per annum of the new officials, per- 
manent or temporary, respectively, who have been appointed up to the 
close of the year 1909, in consequence of the legislation passed by the 
present Government, the total number of officials, permanent and tem- 
porary, so appointed has been 1,154, and the total immediate cost 
£130,212. Of these 694 appointments, costing £87,483, are permanent. 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue have engaged 177 permanent 
and 48 temporary new officials, the charge for the latter being £1,570, 
and for the former £18,451. The Treasury solicitor has made three 
permanent new appointments costing £2,850, and three temporary ones 
costing £600. The Public Trustee has appointed 60 new officials, of 
whom 46 are permanent, at a cost of £8,066. 

The report of the Committee of Public Accounts, just issued, contains 
the following statement as to the Public Trustee :—*t Owing to the rapid 
growth of the business of this office, it has not yet been practicable 
to decide upon the form whith the more permanent arrangements for 
administration and account should take. The Treasury have therefore 
directed the Comptroller and Auditor-General to apply on their behalf 
afairly complete test audit to about 10 per cent. of the trust accounts 
of the Public Trustee, including a test verification of securities, leaving 
the question of the final shape of the audit to be settled later. The 
audit applied in the year under review has been of a similar character 
but your committee are of opinion that steps should be taken to ensure 
that an annual statement of account is duly forwarded to the persons 
concerned in every trust. Your committee would draw attention to 
the fact that the Public Trustee has, under the Public Trustee Act 
(but subject, of course, to the investment clauses of the various trusts) 
sole and unchecked discretion in the investment of very large sums of 
money. 


A rather unusual and dramatic scene took 
New York Sun, on the 14th of January, in the United 
States Supreme Court, when Miss Lydia B. Conley, a full 
blooded Wyandotte Indian, unsuccessfully pleaded her “own cause 
in an effort to prevent the sale of the burial ground of her ancestors, 
The ground in controversy is in the heart of Kansas City, and covers 
about three acres. The sale was ordered by the Secretary of the 
Interior under the provisions of the Indian allotment laws. Miss 
Conley’s father, mother, and sister are buried there, and she brought 
suit to restrain the sale. The Federal Court for the District of ee ee 
dismissed the suit on the ground that it had no jurisdiction. Migs 
Conley claimed that the ground was set apart by formal treaty with 
her tribe, and that it could not be diverted for purposes other than 
the burial of the bodies of Wyandotte Indians. She contends that 
the obligations of this treaty are paramount to the laws of "(Pe A 
Miss Conley is the first Indian woman who has ever appeared before 
the United States Supreme Court. While she is not a member of the 
Bar, authority was given her to argue the case before the court under 
the practice which peimits litigants in certain circumstances to appear 
She made an impassioned appeal to the court, and the dignified justices 
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were evidently very much interested. Subsequently the Supreme Court 
affirmed the judgment of the lower court. 

It is announced that there will be an election by the Council of 
Legal Education early in July to all the readerships and assistant 
readerships, namely :—Readerships : In Roman Law and Jurisprudence 
and International Law—Public and Private; Constitutional Law 
(English and Colonial) and Legal History ; Evidence, Procedure (Civil 
and Criminal), and Criminal Law; the Law of Real Property and Con- 
veyancing; Common Law; and Equity. Assistant Readerships: In 
Roman Law and Jurisprudence and International Law—Public and 
Private; the Law of Real and Personal Property and Conveyancing ; 
Common Law; and Equity. Lectureship in Hindu and Mahomedan 
Law. The Council have power to re-appoint any of the present readers 
and assistant readers; but they will be glad to receive, at the offices of 
the Council, 15, Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, the names of any othe: 
gentlemen who are desirous of being appointed. The Readership in 
Constitutional Law (English and Colonial) and Legal History, and the 
Lectureship in Hindu and Mahomedan Law, will be vacant. 


Replying to the toast of ‘‘ The Bench ”’ at the annual dinner of the 
Union Society of London, on Wednesday evening, Justice Vaughan 
Williams is reported to have said he was not quite sure that in all 
respects the changes brought about by the Judicature Act were good. 
They had got rid of some troublesome forms, but the result had not 
entirely been for the good administration of justice. As a member of 
the Court of Appeal he thought that court a bad thing, and the first 
thing he would do would be to abolish it. The further they got away 
from actual contact with the litigants and their trials the more they 
lost something to their advantage when they had ultimately to decide 
the fate of the action. The changes which had recently been made 
were not likely to increase the veneration of the people of this empire 
for the administration of justice. The more people became accustomed 
to the decision of causes and matters by Departments in which they 
might not have full confidence the more each and all of them would 
lose their veneration for justice and its administration. 


With regard to the apparently official announcement of the intention 
of the Government to provide a law library at the Privy 
Council Office, on which we commented last week, it is now 
stated that such announcement was unauthorized and mislead 
ing. There is no intention on the part of His Majesty’s Government 
to form any such library, the space available being quite inadequate 
for the purpose. In order to meet the wishes of the Canadian Govern 
ment, one of the rooms at the Privy Council Office, assigned to the 
bar, has been fitted with shelves to hold any books that may be pre 
sented. by that or any other Colonial Government; and these will be 
available for the use of counsel practising before the Judicial Com 
mittee. Nothing further is in contemplation. It may be added that 
there is at the Privy Council Office a very exiensive law library, com 
prising many thousand volumes of English, Indian, and Colonial Acts, 
law reports, and text-books, which though intended primarily for the 
use of the court is also available for counsel and solicitors practising 
before the Judicial Committee. . 


A Domestic Relations Court, that will endeavour to bring together 
estranged married couples, will probably be established in New York 
City, says the Evening Standard. A Bill making provision for the 
court was recently introduced in the New York State Legislature, and 
the committee of the Senate to which it was referred has reported it 
back with the recommendation that it be passed into law. The idea 
of the court was initiated by the Legal Aid Bureau of the New York 
Educational Alliance, which provides court assistance for poor litigants. 
The bureau has recently become convinced that much of the domestic 
litigation with which it has been concerned could be avoided if the 
court before which marital troubles were heard could be empowered to 
act as a peacemaker, instead of simply extending legal rights to the 
litigants. The Domestic Relations Court is the outcome. It will cover 
the whole subject of domestic troubles, except divorce, and practically 
all its work will be concerned with the poor. Most of the cases on 
which it will be called to pass judgment are desertion and abandon- 
ment, by far the larger part of which are suits brought by women. 
Under the present law the woman has to apply to an ordinary court, 
mingling with criminals. She obtains a summons, and the husband 
either gives sureties to support his wife or he is sent to prison. The 
result in most cases is a complete break-up of the home and hatred for 
the wife generated in the husband. Under the new law an applicant 
for a summons will go direct to the Domestic Relations Court, and 
the judge will act the part of peacemaker, trying to induce husband 
and wife to make up their differences and live together harmoniously. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reaistrars 1n ATTENDANCE oN 


Date Emencenoy Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
° Rota. 0. 2, Jovor,. Swineew Eapy 
Monday ...May 30 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
Tuesday .-...... 31 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Wed. ..... . Jane 1 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday ......... 2 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Friday .....c0008 3 Synge Church Greswell Theed 
Baturday ........ 4 Goldschmidt Synge heal Church 





Date. Mr, Justice 


Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Wakaginorox. NEVILLE. Parken. Eve, 
Monday ...May 30 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge __ Mr Beal 
Tuesday ... ..... 31 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Rorrer 
Wed. ...... June 1 Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Thursday ......... 2 Borrer Synge Real Farmer 
Friday .... = Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday .....0.08 4 Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 








TRINITY SITTINGS, 1910. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appgat Court I. 


Exparte Applicationa and Appeals from 
tne King’s Bench D vision (Interlocu- 
tory List) will be in the Paper for hear- 
ing on May 24th. 


Apveals in the Final and New Trial List 
will be taken in this Court. 


Other Basiness to be taken in this Court 
will, from time to time, be announced 
in the Daily Cause Li-t. 


Appgat Court I. 


Exvarte Appl cations and Appeals from 
the Chancery, Probate aud Divorce 
D.vision (Interocatory List) and 
Unancery General List will be in the 
Paper for hearing on May 24th. 


Other Business to be taken in this Court 
will, from time to time, be announced in 
the Daily Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Court. 

Mr. Justice JOYCE, 


Tnes,, May 24...Mots, sht caus, and pets, 
Wednesday 25 | ae 
Thursday ...26 } Nom-wit list na 
Friday ..,... 27...Mote and non wit list 
Saturday ...28 ' —— and Manchester 
Monday...,...30...Sitting in oe 

: { Sht cans, pets, fur con 
Tuesday ...31 tand non-wit list 
Wed., June 1 


Thursday ... 2 { Non-wit list : 
Friday .... 3...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 4. Non-wit list 


Monday...... 6. Sitting in chambers 
® (Sht caus, pete, fur con 
Tuesday « 7} and non-wit list 


oe + Non-wit list 
Friday ......10...Mots and non-wit list 

4 Manchester and Liverp ol 
Satarday ...11 ; iodinenn 
Monday ...13.. Sitting in chambers 
“ J {Shc caus, pets, fur con 
Tuesday «..14) ang non-wit list 
Wednesday 1 


Thureday .. 16 § Non-wit list ec 
Friday ......17...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .. 18...Non-wit list 
Monday ...20...8itting in chambers 
(Sht cais, pets, fur con 

Tuesday .... 21 (and non-wit list’ 
Wedne day 22) wit i 
Thursday ...23 } Non-wit list ie 
Friday ..,...24. Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...25 ..Non-wit list 
Monday......27...8itting in chambers 

og / Sht cans, pets, far con 
Tuesday ...28 { and non-wit list 
Wednesday ¢ 


29% re 
Thursday ...30) Non-wit list 


Friday, July 1...Mots and non-w't list 

i 2) Liverpool and M suchest>r 
Satorday ... 2) pusine s 
Monday...... 4...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesd + caus, pets, fur con, 

uesday + 9) and non-wit list 

Wednesday 6) thi 
Thursday ... 7 § Non-wit liet 


Friday ...... 8...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 9 { a on and Liverpool 


Monday .....11 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 12) Sht caus, pets, far con 


(and non-wit list 
Wednesday 13 


Thurs ay 14 { Non-wit list 

Friday ..... 16...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...16...Non-wit list 

Monday...... 18... Sittung in chambers 
Tuesday 19} Sht cows, pets, fur con 


‘iti tah (and non-wit list 
nesday 20 26 a3 
Thursday ...21 } Non-wit list 


Friday ..... 22...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...23 ee and Manchester 


Monday ......26...8itting in chambers 





;Sht caus, pets, fur oon 
Tuesday ... 28) and non-w.t list 





| Wednesday 15 


Wednesday 27...Non-wit list 
Thursday .. 28 ..Motions 

Friday ......29...Remaining motions 
Saturday ...30 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the pro- 
posed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one elear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 
paper. In cefault the cause will not ce 
put in tha paper. 


N.B.—The following papers on further con- 
sideration are required for the use of the 
judge, viz.:—Two copies of minutes of 
the Se mpd oy anaes or order, 1 copy 
pleadings, and 1 copy master’s certificate, 
which must be left in court with the 
judge’s clerk one clear day before the 
further consideration is ready to come 
into the paper. 


Cuancery Court I. 
Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 


Tues, May 24...Mots and nou wit list 

) Companies Acts and non 
Wednesday 25 ) wit list 
Thursday ...26...Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 27 . Mots and non-wit list 

Sht caus, pets, and non 

Saturday ...28 } a. 
Monday .... 30., Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 31 { Companies Acts ani non 


wit 1 st 
Wed, Jane 1} Jonte 18 
Thursday... 2) Non-wit list oe 
Friday ...... 3...Mots and non-wit list 


Saturday ... af — caus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday...... 6..,8itting in chambers 

Companies Acts and non- 
Tuesday cae { wit bet 


Thardep, 9 Non-wit list 

Friday .....,10...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday lt { See pets, and non- 
Monday...... 13...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...14 —— Acts and non- 


ee 
Thursday ...16 } Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 17...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .,.18 f ary caus, pets, and non-wit 
+18) lis 
Monday ...20.. Sitting in chambers 
j Companies Acts and non- 
Tue-day ...21 { wit list 
Wednesday 22} wit hi 
Thursday...23 § Non- wit list ; 
Friday ..... 5s. and app 
2 it caus, pets, and non-wit 
Saturday ...25} fist pets, and n 
Monday... ...27.. Sitting in charr bers 
Companies Acts and non- 
Tuesday ...28) wit jist 
Weanesday 29 } Non-wit list 
Friday, uly oo and finns po a 
1 4 Sht caus, pets, and nuon-wi 
Saturday ... 2 } list 
Monday....., 4 ..Sitting in chambers . 
§ Companies Act a.d non- 
Tuesday ... 5 2 wit list 
Wednesday 6 iw Por 
Thursday... 75 Non-wit list 
Friday ...... — and nema 
§ Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 
Saturday ... 9 {list 
Monday...... 11...8itting in chambers . 
, Companies Acts and non- 
Tuesday weed { 6 pe 
Themtay” = t Non-wit list 
Friday ......15 ve and a : 
Sht caus, pets, and noa-wi 
Saturday ...16 } list 
Monday ..... every in chambers . 
mpanies Acts and non- 
Tuesday ...19f yori 
Te edey 31 | Non-wit list 
Fr.day ......22...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...28 Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 
ca list 
Monday cent in chambers P 
1 JYompanies Acts and non- 
Tuesday ...26 { wit list 
Wednesday 27...Non-wit list 
Toureday...28... Mots and non-wit list 





Friday .... 29 rer 
Saturday .. 3} Non-wit list 
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Any cause intended to be heard as & 
short cause muet be fo marked in the 
cause b ok at least « ne clear day bef re 
the same c-n be put in the paper to be 
ro heard, and thea nece-sary papers, 
including two copies of mi.utes of the 
proposed judgment or order, must ba 
jeft in cours with the ss clerk not 
jle-s toan one clear dsy befure the cause 
is to be put in tne pepsr. In defruls 
the cause w.I1l not be put in the paper. 





N.B —The following papers on further 
consileration are required for the use 
of the judge, viz.:—Two copies of 
minutes of the proposed judgment or 
order, 1 copy p eaaings, and 1 copy 
master’s certific ste Those must be 
left in court wisn the judze’s merc not 
leas than one clear day before the 
farthar consideration is ready to come 
into the parer. 


Cnancery Covrrt II. 


Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 


advertised 


Except when other Buriness 
a the Daily Cause List 
Warington will take 
Witnesses da ly througuout th 





‘ Lice 
ns with 
5S.t inge. 





Cuaancery Court ITI. 


Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 

Except whea other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Caure List Mr. Justice 
Nevilie will take Actions with Wituesses 
jaily throughout the Sittings, 


COURT ( 
TRINITY §S 
The appeals or other | iness 


to time, be announced i the Da 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVI 


AND ADMIRALTY 


(Crene 


\ DIVISION Kk 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS 


Kriyoe’s Bencn Covert. 
Mr. Justice EVE. | 

Except when other Bu-iness is advertised | 
in the Daily Cau-e List Actions with | 
Witnes+es will ve taken throughout tre 
Sittings. 

During these Sittings tte Court will sit 
eaco day until 4.30 p.m., except ou 
Saturdays, wien there will bse no 
Situicg. 


Cuancery Court IV. } 


Mr. Justice PARKER. 


In this Court the work will be taken ag 
fo. lows :— 


Mondays, 10.30—Chamb2r summ »nses. 
3.0- Short causes aud shurt 
petitio. 8. 
Tuesdays—Further c nsiderations, l- ng 
| petitioue and Lou-witness 
list. 


Wednesdays— Non-witness list. 
Thu: sday s—Non-witness list. 
Fridays—Motions and non-w_tnegs list. 


There will be no Saturday sitt ngs, but 
the Court wili sit til 4.30 oa other days. 


N.B.—In order that a petition may 
Paper on a Monday a Certficete o 
Counsel stating that it is uot likely to 
la:t mores then 20 mmates should Le 
loiged with the Caure Cerk not :ater 
tha. 12 o’clock on the previous Frid). 


yF APPEAL. 
ITTINGS, 1910. 


proposed to be taken will, 


from time 


ily Cause List. 


SION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
(PROBATE AND DIVOR 


‘ral List.) 


LOU. 
re George He Hod nd « v Hodves and o ppl 
of deft J A Hl m Mer Justice Warrington, dated 
0 16, 1909 DD 
1910. 
Bagasse Fibre Co | William Hinton & Son appl of pl rem 
der of Mr Just Nevil dated Dec 3, 1869 March 17 
Mainwaring v Clarina appl of pltfi from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated Dec 21, 1999 M h 21 
In ve Edward Pilgrim, d Powell v Win ippl of defts from 


} 
oOrae 


1 
li re The \ 


ier Hospital Charity 
, “ . 


of Mr Justice W rineton, 





10 April 1 
n and Charitable 





Uses Act, 1891 | Charitable Trusts Act, 1853 ppl of Th 
Mayor, &c, of W ) from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated 
March 17, 1910 April 1 

Eccles Corpn v The South Lancashire Tram Cr 
from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated Jan 27,1910 April 9 

Willmott v The Lon Road Car Co Id pl of defts fiom order of 
Mr Justice Neville, ¢ d April 6, 1910 April 20 

In re Companis C lation) Act, 1908, and In re Columbian Fire 
proofing Co ld ap} J YD O’Brien, the Liquidator, from order of 
\ir Justice N ville ed April 12, 110 April 25 

In re J Russell, d Purk nd ami R l and « ppl of pltffs 
from order of Mr J ve, dated Jan 11, 1910 April 25 

In re Ward, Bowie & ( nd In ixn of ¢ ppl of plicant P 
J Goddard from order of Mr Justice S } dated April 14 
1910 (produce orde April 26 

The Society of Arcl ( Kendrich appl of plitffis from order of Mi 
Justice Joyce, dated April 22, 1910 (produce order) Mav 3 


Appleyard v Templeton & Cox 
Warrington, dated Feb 3. 1910 
In re Thursby’s Settlement Tru 


‘rom order of Mr Justice W rine 


Beat y v Courage ppl of 
dated April 12,1919 May 6 
Fox v Astrachans 
dated May 4, 1910 


Williams \ Weston S 





ld appl of de 


oduce o1 


from order of Mr Justice Nevil 
In re Ann Sparkes, widow, dec 
and ors 4 


3,1910 May 11 
The British Sout} 


appl of defts fi 


der of Mi 


1910 (produce order) May 12 


per-Mare Urban District. Council 


i from order of Mr Justice 


appl of deft 





fts from order of Mr Justice 
der) May 7 


Neville, 


. appl of 
le, dated Nov 18, 1909 May 10 
Kemp Welch and ors v Kemp-Welch 


. ] loft f, , ’ 7 4 * } 
appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated March 


ld v De Beers Consolidated Mines ld 


Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Feb 10, 


be marked short and c me into the | 


pltff | 


a | Kirk 
appl of pltfis Warri 





FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1910. 


» dec Hopkinson v Carter appl of deft from 


I) , dated May 3, 1910 May 13 
Vi Oppermann v Oppermann & Hooke appl of co-respt from 
order of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated April 30, 1910 May 13 


PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 

(Final List. ) 

1910, 

ree Taylor appl of pltff from order of 

Vice-Chancellor (Preston District), dated Feb 15, 1910 April 14 
Miavhew Compo Board Id and ors appl of defts Nelson & 

sSmill from orders of Vice-Chancellor (Manchester District), dated 


Nov 22, 1909, and April 25, 1910 May 7 


FROM THE COUNTY 


Paylor, dec Howarth v 





FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1910. 


In re Huxtable, de Hayman & Clark v Huxtable 
judgt of Myr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated April 14, 1910 


appl of deft from 
April 23 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 134 of 1910, from a Receiving 
made herein on the 11th April, lyiJv, by Mr Registrar Hope 
ito expte The Debtor), No 8 of 1910 (County Court of 
it Croyade n), from a Receiving Order made herein on 
1919, by the Divisional Court Phillimore and 


No 318 of 1910, from a Receiving 
i910, by Mr Registrar Giffard 


{(expte The Debtor g 
ein on the 26th April, 





FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(I 


Judgement 





ial List.) 
feserved, 
Wallis, Son & Well 
a ‘ ' rom jnedat of Me Justice Brav ona pres 
Jan 25, 1910 iv May 4) 


KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1909. 


ton-on-Thames (applicants) v Baverstock and 


appl of applicants from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice 


and Justices Jelf and Sutton, dated June 9, 1909 (s o till June 11) 
9 


The Mavor &e« of King 


Jones v Great Central Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on app! from verdict and Judgt, dated June 18, 1909, at trial before 
Ir Ji stice Bu cnill and a special jury, York (s o for day to be fixed) 


1910. 
Wilson & East appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
ington (sitting as an additional Judge of the K B Div without 
a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 3, 1910 (10 come on after judgment ‘i 
Lords) Feb 14 
Anderson v T Tilling ld and am 


appln of defts Tilling for judgt o1 


re trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 4, 1910, at 
trial before Mr Justice Channell and a common jury, Middlesex 
| 1 

Anderson v T Tilling ld appln of deft Jackson from same judgt, 


dated Feb 4, 1910 Feb 16 

Saw v Whitcombe appl of plrff from judet of Mr Justice 
vithout a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 26, 1910 Feb 17 

Edelsten v H B Marinelli ld) appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on ippl from verdict and judet, dated Feb 8, 1910, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 17 

(,oocen V Readis y Palace (Theatre) of \ irieties ld appin of pltff for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 3, 1910, 
at trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and a special jury, Reading 


Channe ll, 


Moel Tryvan Ship Co ld v A Weir & Co 
Mr Justice Bi iV, 
Feb 18 

‘lement Motor Co ld v Wilkinson 
Justice A T Lawrence, without 

1910 (s o until June 15) Feb 22 

Shrimpton v Hertfordshire County Council 


appl of pltff from judgt of 
without a jury, Lancaster, dated Dec 0, 4: 


( appl of deft from judgt of Mr 


a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 10, 


applIn of defts for judgt 

vy trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 12, 1910, at 

trial before Mr Justice Channell and a_ special jury, Hertford 
Feb 22 : 

Evans v Rival Granite Quarry Co 1d (North and South Wales Bank Id, 

Pitman, clmt) appl of pltff from judgt of Justices 

Phillimore and Bucknill, dated Feb 9, 1910 Feb 23 


- 4 
garnisnees 
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Board of Trade, respts v The Employers’ Liability Assce Corpn ld 
(applts) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore on 
special case, dated Dec 13, 1y09 Feb 23 

Gordon v Chief Commr of the Metropolitan Police appl of plcff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Warrington (sitting as an additional judge of 
the K B Div), dated Feb 8, 1910 Feb 23 

In the Matter of R W Stead, a solr, &c and In the Matter of the taxn 
of costs appl of Stead and anr from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated Feb 16, 1910 Feb 24 

In re Same and Same appl of A J Stead from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated Feb 16, 1910 Feb 24 

Sewell v Goyt Spinning Co ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 18, 1910, at trial before 
Mr Justice Walton and a special jury, Manchester, and cross-notice 
by pltff, dated March 4, 1910 Feb 25 

Whinney v The Moss Steamship Co ld appl of pltff from judgt of 
Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 7, 1910 
March 1 

Kish v Compagnie l'Union des Gaz appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Dec 21, 1909 
March 1 

Best v Priddy & Hale appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 15, 1910 March 1 

Gwynnes v A Fasey & Son appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 15, 1910 March 1 

Flecknoe v Thompson appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 19, 1910, at trial before Mr 
Justice Grantham and a special jury, Gloucester March 2 

Macgregor v Peet and Peet v Macgregor and anr appl of deft from 
judgt of Mr Commr Parfitt, KC, without a jury, Leicester, dated 
Feb 11, 1910 (s 0 liberty to apply) March 2 

Riley v National Cash Register Co ld appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 10, 1910, at trial 
before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex March 2 

Denaby and Cadeby Main Collieries ld v Anson appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
Feb 23, 1910 (s o Trinity) March 2 

Societe Generale v Simon & Whelon app! of pltff from judgt of Mi 
Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 20, 1910 
March 3 

Capital and Counties Cafés ld v Aked appl of deft from judgt of Mi 
Justice Ridley in Chambers, dated Feb 11, 1910 March 4 

Refuge Assce Co ld v Jagger appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, without a jury, Manchester, dated Dec 14, 1909 March 4 

Churton v Provincial Motor Cab Co appln of pitff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 6, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a common jury, Liverpool March 4 

The Attorney-General, on the relation of the Valley Rural District 
Board v Jones appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Jan 27, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice 
Pickford and a common jury, Beaumaris March 8 

Percy Edwards ld v Vaughan appln of deft for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 7, 1910, at trial before 
Mr Justice Hamilton and a special jury, Middlesex March 11 

Sayers v Crutchley appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge, 
without a jury, dated March 8, 1910 March 14 

Lloyd’s Bank ld v C G Smith & Co ld and ors (Harry Feast, Garnishee 
—James Cartland & Son ld, clmts) appl of pltfis from judgt of 
Justices Phillimore and Bucknill, dated Feb 22, 1910 March 19 

Thomas v Lyons appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 18, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, Monmouth March 21 

Humphries v Humphries appl of deft from judgt of Justices Philli 
more and Bucknill, dated Feb 26, 1910 March 21 

Young, King & Co ld v Galbraith Grant ld appl of defts from judgt 
of The Lord Chief Justice, without a jury, London, dated Jan 26, 
1910 March 21 

Hayward v Puponga Coal, &c, Co appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 4, 1910, at trial 
before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Shrewsbury 
March 21 

Stewart v Plummer appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 8, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and a special jury, Lewes March 22 

Robinson v Carr appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated March 11, 1910 (security ordered) March 22 
Harwood v The British Equitable Bond and Mortgage Corpn Id _ appl 
of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, without a jury, Liverpool, 
dated March 1, 1910 March 22 
Attorney-Gen v The Caledonian Ry Co (Revenue Side) appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated March 4, 1910 March 24 
Clark (Surveyor of Taxes) Applt v The Sun Insce Office (respts) 
Revenue Side appl of applt from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated 
March 4, 1910 March 24 
Muir v Sofiano appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 16, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex March 24 
W Cory & Sons Id v W France Fenwick & Co ld appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Commissioner Scrutton, K.C., without a jury, Durham, 
dated Feb 26, 1910 March 24 
Blaiberg v Calvert appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, 
without a jury, London, dated Feb 28, 1910 March 24 








Russell v Crawford appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 19, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice 
Darling and a special jury, Middlesex March 30 

Hirschfeld Bros ld v George Simpson & Co ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 
18, 1910 March 30 

Iles v Lanchester Motor Co ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 17, 1910, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and a common jury, Birmingham March 30 

Groombridge v Bass, Ratcliff & Gretton ld and ors appln of pltff 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 
21, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf and a common jury, 
Middlesex March 

Groombridge v Bass, Ratcliff & Gretton ld and ors appln of defts 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 
21, 1910, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf and a common jury, 
Middlesex April 1 

Hobbs v Mayor, &c, of Winchester appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell, without jury, Middlesex, dated March 21, 1910 
April 2 

Groombridge v Bass, Ratcliff & Co ld and ors appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Jelf and a common jury, Middlesex, dated March 
21, 1910 April 5 

Freeman v Butterworth appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated March 17, 1910, at trial before Mr 
Justice Walton and a special jury, Manchester April 5 

Fitter v Holmes appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, with- 
out a jury, Birmingham, dated March 21, 1910 April 6 

Larrinaga and ors v Schintz & Co appl of defts from judgt of M: 
Justice Walton, without a jury, Liverpool, dated March 9, 1910 
April 6 

(Zo be continued, ) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Trintry Sirtrmes, 1910. 
Notices RELATING TO THE CHANCERY Cause List. 

Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 
in the Trinity Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take his business as announced in the Trinity 
Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Joyce will take 
Liverpool and Manchester Business on Saturdays, the 28th May, 11th 
June, 2nd, 9th and 23rd July. 

Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will take his Business as announced in 
the Trinity Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON.—Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice Warrington will sit for the disposal 
of His Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Nevitte.—Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 
the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Parker will take his Business as announced in the 
Trinity Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Eve.—Except when other Business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken daily through 
out the Sittings. During these Sittings Mr. Justice Eve will sit each 
day until 4.30 p.m., except on Saturdays, when there will be no 
sitting. 

Summoneses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. 
Justice SwWINFEN Eapy and Mr. Justice PARKER will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy, and Mr. 
Justice PARKER. 

Notice witH RereRENCE TO THE CHANCERY WItNEsS LisTs. 

During the Trinity Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 
Witness Actions as follows :— 

Mr. Justice WARRINGTON will take the Witness List for WARRINGTON 
and Parker, JJ. 

Mr. Justice Nevitve will take the Witness List for Swrnren Eapy 
and Nevitte, JJ. 

Mr. Justice Eve will take the Witness List for Joyce and Eve, JJ. 

CHANCERY CAUSES FOR TRIAL oR HEARING. 
Set down to May 14th, 1910. 
Before Mr. Justice Joycg. 
Retained by Order, 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Smith v Anglo-American Oil Co 

act Causes for Trial without Wit- 
Reynolds v Ilchester act nesses and Adjourned Summonses 
Lane and Chaplin v Lane act pt In re Alfred Caton, dec Caton 


General Land Drainage and Im- 
provement Co v United Counties 


Bank ld act (fixed for June 14) 


hd v Valcher adjd sumns 
Rome v Stuart act In re Unite. dec Edwards y Han 
Cayvford v Stevens act, counter- rison adjd sumns 


In re Breeds and Co ld Clement 
v The Company adjd sumns 

In re Treherne, dec Weldon 
Treherne adjd sumns 


claim and m f j 

Bastow v Denham act 

In re Wilkinson Ratcliffe vy Wil- 
kinson act 
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In re Dawson, dec Smith v Daw- 
son adjd sumns 

In re Armstrong, dec Major v 
Marchison adjd sumns 

In re Shanks, dec Shanks v 
Shanks adjd sumns 

In re Thomas Williams, dec 
Williams v Williams  adjd 
sumns 

In re Whitehead, dec Bowman v 
Comtessa Bingl Selvaties Es- 
terse adjd sumns 

Walthamstow Urban 
Council v Brown and 
adjd sumns 

In re W Wailes 
adjd sumns 

In re J C Stephens, dec 
v Stephens adjd sumns 

In re Perrin’s Estate Perrin v 
Luxton adjd sumns 

In re Clarke, dec Clarke v Fraser 
and ors adjd sumns 

In re Baskerville, dec 
v Baskerville adjd sumns 

In re Robert Kay dec Turnbull 
and anr v Newby and anr 
adjd sumns 

n re §. Griffin dec Bendell and 
anr v Griffin adjd sumns 

In re T P Hinchcliffe, dec Hast- 
ings v Hinchcliffe and ors adjd 


District 
Vardy 
Jack v Strong 


Macon 


saskerville 


sumns 
In re J L Walker, dec Walker v 
Chalinder adjd sumns 


In re B Irving, dec Irving and 


anr v Balden and anr = adjd 
sumns 
Tynte v Neale act without wit- 


nesses 
In re R A Buckley, dec 
v Buckley adjd sumns 
In re Earl of Derby’s Contract and 


Roberts 


In re Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 adjd sumns 
In re Betty Norton’s Estate 


Norton v Norton adjd sumng 
In re Agnes MclIntyre’s Estate 
Bryce v Larson adjd sumnes 
Kemball v Guildford and ors 

adjd sumns 
In re J G Cundy, dec 
Scott adjd sumns 
In re C  Cave-Browne, dec 
Ranken v Rowsell and ors adjd 
sumns 


Cundy v 


In re Reavely’s Trust May v 
Reavely adjd sumns 

Lewis v Hill m f j 

In re. —- Griffiths’ Settlement 


Griffiths vy Waghorne 
sumns 

In re fF E Bouette, dec 
v Bouette adjd sumns 

Miller v Miller adjd sumns 

In re B W Beales, the elder, dec 
Austin v Beales adjd sumns 

In re Squire Rayner’s Estate 
Nettleton v Verity adjd sumns 

In re © D French, dec The 
Public Trustee v French adjd 
sumns 

Joseph Rodgers and Sons ld v 
Brown m f j (short) 

In re M Bayliss, dec, 
Settled Land Act 
Bruford and anr 

In re F Smith, dec 
adjd sumns 

In re Mary Meek, dec 
Black adjd sumns 


adjd 


Bouette 


and In re 
Sayliss v 
adjd sumns 

Jones v Maggs 


Rogers Vv 


Further Considerations. 


Craven v Craven fur con and 2 
aljd summonses 

In re G. Wearing, dec 
v Wearing fur con 

In re Billingham, dec 
Billingham fur con 

In re Squire, dec Squire v Mac- 
dermott fur con 


Wearing 


Smith v 


In re Jacob Steiger; dec Marmor 
Id v Gunn fur con 

Bishop v Bishop fur con 

In re Maria Marsden, dec Cock- 
shott v Cook “fur con 

Justice SWINFEN 

Eapy. 

Causes for Trial without Wit- 

nesses and Adjourned Summonses, 

O’Reilly v Bonney  adjd sumns 
(to come on with fur con) 

In re J P Robinson, dec Clark- 
son v Robinson adjd sumns 
(to come on with fur con) 

In re Motor Industrial Engineer- 
ing Co ld Calvert v The Com- 
pany adjd sumns (to come on 
with fur con) 

Amusements Development Syndi- 
cate ld Brammall v Amuse- 
ments Development Syndicate 
ld m f j (short) (fixed for May 


Before Mr. 


) 

In re Earl of Sheffield, dec Ryde 
v Bristow and anr edjd sumns 

In re Trade Marks Act, 1905. and 
In re Application, No 291978, 
of Joseph Crosfield and Sons 
ld adjd sumns 

In re Same adjd sumns 

In re Richard Girling, dec Arnott 
v Daniel adjd sumns 

In re W T Agar’s Estate 
Agar adjd sumns 

In re W Emerson, dec 
Beck adjd sumns 

In re Dysons Settlement Trusts 
Ward vy Glass adjd sumns 

In re Lister-Kaye’s Sctt!ement 
Trusts Lister-Kaye v_ Lisier- 
Kaye adjd sumns 

Shrubb v Shrubb adjd sumns 

In re Sherwood, dec Edwards v 
Sherwood adjd sumns 

In re Brymer, dec Bigg v Brymer 
adjd sumng 


Agar v 


Ostler v 


Further Consideration. 
Gilbert v Joseph fur con 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division, 
Companies (WwW inding U p). 
Petitions. 

Ind, Coope and Co Id (petn of C 
Spalding) same (petn of H G 
Da _ Costa) Same (petn of 
Shuters, Chippendales and 
Colyers ld s 0 from January 18, 
1910 to June 7, 1910) 

Moorwood, Sons and Co ld (petn 
of Mather and Platt ld s o from 
March 15 to July 26, 1910) 

“Vivid” Syndicate Id (petn of 
H F Duncombe s o from March 
22 to May 25, 190) 

British Equitable Bond and Mort- 
gage Corpn Id (petn of M I 
Parker Manchester District 
Registry so from April 26 to 
May 25, 1910) 

Amusements Development Syndi- 

cate ld (petn of Coote and 

Richards s o from April 26 to 

May 25, 1910) 

United Kingdom Debenture Bank 

ld (petn of Trustee in Bank- 

ruptey of J J Still s o from 

May 10 to May 25, 1910) 

Skating Rinks ld (petn of John- 

son Riddle and Co ld s o from 

May 10 to May 25, 1910) 

British Motobloc Syndicate 1d 

(petn of F W Marsh Liverpool 

District Registry s o from May 

10 to Mz Ly 25, 1910) 

Henry Heath 1d (petn of Johnson 

Riddle and Co ld 6 0 from May 





10 to Mav 31, 1910) 


Standard Kieselguhr Co ld (petn 
of T W Simpson) 


Mid-Oxfordshire Gas Light and 


Coke Co ld (petn of L A 
Richards) 

Broad and Son ld (petn of L H 
Salmon) 


Lloyd Lowe ld (petn of Stephenson 
Clarke and Co) 

R be. and and Co ld (petn of R 
Noakes and Co) 

Fortafix ld (petn of J T Norman) 
Armitage and Ibbetson ld (petn 
of Bradford District Bank 1d) 
Anthony Brothers ld (petn of 
Capital and Counties Bank 1d) 
G Alfred Williams and Co ld 
(petn of H D Speedy and Co) 
Wearwell Cycle Co ld (petn of W 

Canning and Co) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition under Section 39 of the 
Companies Act, 1907. 

Oils and Merchandise (Africa) ld 
(on March 23, 1909, ordered to 


stand over generally) 


Petition under Section 45 of the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908 


Anglo-Egyptian Land Co ld 
(ordered on July 27, 1909, to 


stand over generally) 


Petitions (to confirm alteration to 
Memo of Assoc). 
Bradford District Bank ld 
British Columbia Electric 
way Co ld 


Rail- 


Companies (Winding Up). 
Petition (to restore Company’s 
Name to Register) 
Farmers’ Foundry Co ld (petn 
of the Company and ors) 
Chancery Division. 
Action for Trial. 
Short Cause, 
Amusements Development Syndi- 
cate Id 
Brammall v Amusements Develop- 
ment Syndicate ld (m fj so 


from April 26 to May 25, 1910) 


Companies (Winding Up). 
Motions. 

Life and Health Assce Assoc ld 
(for committal to prison—s o 
from April 26 to May 25, 1910) 

Alexandra Hotel Co (Saltburn-by- 
the-Sea) ld (for four day order 
for submission of account) 

Imperial and Foreign Investments 
Corpn Id (for four-day order for 
submission of account) 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division, 
Court Summonses. 


Commercial Industrial and Land: 
Co of Egypt ld (for payment of 
dividend—ordered on Feb 1, 
1910, to stand over generally) 
C J Culliford and Sons ld Ed- 
wards v C J Culliford and Sons 
ld (for directions as to procedure 
—ordered on Feb 1, 1910, to 
stand over generally) 
Progressive Assce Co ld (as to pay- 
ment of life claim—ordered on 
Feb 1, 1910, to stand over 
generally) 

Spanish Prospecting Co ld (for 
injunction—ordered on Feb 1, 
1910, to stand over generally) 
United Butter Companies of 
France ld (on claim of Thomas 





—with witnesses—ordered on 
Feb 22, 1910, to stand over 
generally) 


Piccadilly Hotel ld Gunn and anr 
v Piccadilly Hotel ld (on 
priorities—ordered on April 12, 
1910, to stand over pending 
sumns for fur con) 

Russell Hunting Record Co ld 
(misfeasance—with witnesses— 
> hd—s o from May 10 to May 

, 1910) 

Law Guarantee Trust and Acci- 
dent Soc ld (as to liability to 
pay premiums so from May 10 
to May 25, 1910) 

Temple Fire, Accident and Insce 
Corpn ld (on guarantee 6 0 
from May 10 to May 25, 1910) 

New Mysore Manganese Co ld (for 
discovery) 


| Anglo-French Public Works Co Id 


(for appointment of new liquida- 
J with witnesses) 

Ulundi Gold Mining Co ld (for 
review of taxation) 





Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Retained Matter. 
Motion. 
In re Shale Mining Co 
The Company 


Urban v 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Mendelssohn v Traies and Son act 
(s o pending setflement) 

The British Thomson Houston Co 
ld v Midland Ry Co act 

Vogt v Morse act (not before 
July 1) 

Ker Seymer v Benett Stanford act 
(s o “Michaelmas) 

T Sugden Id v Ferguson 
counter-claim 

Babcock and Wilcox Id v The 
Water Tube Boiler and Engi- 
neering Co and ors. act and 
counter-claim 

Webb v Webb action and m f j 

Bawden v Bawden act 

Rueter v Bradford Advance Co 
act 

Hudson v Spencer act 

Welsh v White act and counter- 
claim pt hd 

Smith v Smith act 

~~ v Morford act Morford 

Phillips ‘by counter-claim 

Butler v Rive and ors act 

Cooke v Rigby act 

Evans v Rees and anr act 

Crawshay v_ Howell act and 
counter-claim 

Barnett v The Mayor, 
etc. of the Borough 
wich act 

Burdett-;Coutts v 
Council act 

Young and anr v Toplis and Hard- 
ing and ors act 

Shaw v Horzog act 

Keary v Acme Tone 
Co act 

Robert Green ld v Slater act 

Smith v Aitken act 

Thornton and Crebbin ld v A BC 
Cab Co ld act and counter- 
claim 

Pierrepont v Dixon and British 
Diatoric Manufacturing Co act 

Pywell vy James and Co act 

Millard v Parker act 

Phipos v Callegari act 

Freeman v Robinson act 

Hawd and Spicer ld v The Disc 
Record Co act 

Price v Spode act 

Shirreffs v Hooper act and m f j 

Dearden v Dearden act and 

counter-claim 

Townend v MecVittie act 

Amalgamated Soc of Operative 

Lacemakers v Appleton act 

Annis v Taylor act 


act and 


Aldermen, 
of We i | - 
Parish 


Ridge 


(s o June 11) 


Engraving 





Pitt v Wimbledon Corpn act 
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Northrop v Weiner and anr act Nista a ho TT... . ; . 
; . r_v The Chromo Transfer In re Hoare, dec Fry v Strickland | In re R Cockroft, dec Massey y 


























In re Walter Jackson. dec Jack ee Tee ree ‘ aes 
Bade or Canara Jack | — ae _ : * t ply Co ld act ; otjd_sumns . a ies Cockroft adjd sumns Moss V I 
Riley v Taylor act ‘ik = Daa Walkie hs n ae . Cook, dec Cook v Dey In re E H Sha kle, dec Shackle consoli 
D fishon and Go Wd v Reeve 403 Moria v J : : lid A %, i Persad - —- v Shackle adjd sumns from K 
Midland ty Co v East and Weet | wit} vitnes nk t before "Th enema ~ evs a | - oi a Be Lee, dec Gibbon Vv Attorney 
Wadlshioe Cnlon Bes Co act nape f , 2 ~2l adjd sumns— R ie Peele adjd sumns nary * 
and counter-claim — Rison. -w Sthinence t [at 1 for n = vestaff, dec Wagstaff | Farrer v Macusick adjd sumns act 
Sibte o aan wat Mie. as” Coe ut tayed for :, v Pendy grasse adjd sumns In re Hoare, dec Strickland y Macvean 
and ‘counter-claim a Bi a n y Sar My eer ye dec Williams | Hoare adjd sumns ‘ Co ac 
Tott v Ovenell act | In re § Blackshaw, dee Taylor vy Tj Fe a * k ae : | In re File, dec Ames v File adjd Newitt v 
Rickerby and ors Weir Went | Wales nak cede rk n re yes dec Bolton v Green- sums - claim — 
“sass are Sogn dle ial ane jd sum it , piney adjd sumns — In re WS Milnes, dec Wallis y Byles v | 
McCarthy v Seymour act and | 1 B eticin Wietitide: Wicainidtiies _— om, dec Fulford Vv The | Milnes adjd sumns CW F: 
eautibes | eet gras ath 0s nage oe mmr Interest Soc ld | In re Robert Pratt’s Settled Estate Farrov 
Cetdian + Chastes act rh Ke cae oe Al ill es J = - and mer and In Te The Settled Estates Brown v 
Jones v The Ows'ermenth and ut y in liquidat on) ind We 1 did ee Doudney v | Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd sum: Edwards 
District Water Worke Cold act oe Sk wate 13 al ‘ e = Bi jd sumns | In re Robert Pratt, dec Morgan y Same v | 
in oe Temanle. di | ew B tts EE el yee . Sateman, dec Bateman v | _ Pratt _idjd sumns Max Sch 
horn act P Gosforth Park Estate Cold |] sateman adjd sumns In re W ingtield, slew and Ker Lane v 
Wistlack ~ tiie aci : K I : n re E D Alexander s Settlement |. ward, ait and In re taxn of In re SC 
The West End Advertising | fh Riddell Bubb v Ridee | omminss ¥ Alevander adjd | — costs adjd sumns act 
ney = Tack act | uljd sumns (with witnesses) | Cavendish v Strutt; jd mwa ( Sutcliffe, dec Sutcliffe v Bath v ' 
Toomer v Bushy ; or act Richard v Dani . | . WW, Rol ; e ult a = sumns ilkinson a dja sumns act 
Tenison vy Abra ns act and | Cloutte and anr v Store et sy "Da ee "i nigra os, dec Robinson vt } . : ; Hoyland 
counter-claim | Hughes + Wintle act a: Pio a : V . ei son — sumns Further ( onsiderations. Co ld 
P aeigeig ek agg =~ a 1 t — Mary Gibson and In re | In re { Barrance, dec Barrance y Gener 
Jordan and anr v Eaton act | Bilis vy Pallea a Relief A t adjd sumns Ellis fur o a Dean v 
Glover v Hakeman act Mason v Ba lid ents toth 2 of Ki “sala with petn ; In re Jno Evans’ Estate Leaver ; claim 
Howarth ~ Werner act | ails é I ith n g a tson 4. empire Lighting Co | sutler fur con and adjd sumne Hartmay 
In re J Chivers. dk Williams ; Avimer v Peck act and counter id Higgs v The Company m fj | In re Margar ‘t Hopton, dec Well Wesley 
v Chivers act ne a ee ener soinass eee en | Vv Hopton fur con June | 
Heffer v Pile act ‘i In re D Brice’s T rust and In re | Sirus! 
Doxford and Sons [d v Wear- | Before Mr. Justice PARKER In ne Wath ; ae , — ieee | . 
eee Ceal Co act Retained Matters D | . Fi der vadid aec wi. acKinson | Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Babcoe and Wilcox ld v Edwin Poe Sidinncnt | Tigre E Fi rope ee ae Retained DY Order, 
Danks and Co (Oldbury) ld tact , iii ee ee oe Cel etition, 
Collingwood v The Nott ngham Wathertow a: i Bingen a oe } D Me t. — 1 bs ljd a” te : oe Exparte The Penrit 1 Urb nD 
and Nottinghamshire Banking national Horse Aven al Ex | C a pen Ved a ee i am s | trict Council (Pattison’s M 
Co ld act nee Id , clita . } J r i . = VORGOT a id Pur | gages) s oO generally 
Barmouth Urban dD rict (% uneil = re | I . a Act, 1874 adjd Sans 
and ors v Greener act ; ; for Trial (v ti at pi = Henry Vv Crichion | Further a ee Days 
The Gramophone Co ld v Ruh! | Carmont v T “fe ; 7 7 In ) Tol : 5 a In re Salmen Salmen v Abraham 
act ey Rea aba igiee gin tae : Ri "pe gene: dec Leaver v fur con and sumns to vary and 
Kapp v Tasmat Sinaltine Co lina i , 1ors a not | Butler adjd summs (resored) sumns for separat represe! 
ld act I Phe Trad Vor] \ I to come on with fur con tion. 
Root v Richard P Ratt Seay —rePreeagiey : n ; + oe Marks Act. 1995 In | 
Raita + Mibthisinns i tts reraaigg agg poe : “4 7 acme re ‘e . — No 298 .862, by | Adjourned Summonses. 
of issue |_ pl Cold act ers 5 Pigs ae ates sea. | Monckton v Gramophone Co adjd 
Warren v Baring Bros and Co 1d } 1 v Besses o'th Barn Old Band rs © proceed with registra | _ sumns 
act (restored | mild act | Gillette Safety Razor C © In re Mayor and Co pn of Lond 
Mayor, etc, of Bath v Waring act | Mills and o v et , | og fetv Ra ee td ij Vv una Mayor and Corpn of Lo ndc n 
Schuster v Savory “Papen rc Pane --airsiow M9 — | pee, home “” adjd sumns | agg We stern al nd Metroy 
, Bioeth i | Rys- adja eumns (fixed for Ma 
3efore Mr. Justice NEVILLE Act. 1907 kee an in “a Pow pael ba -- “ge ; | 26) 
Retained by Orde: Sioohene vy Mon ', soe es “s Sen aks — oe 9 m- 4r The 
Adjourne d Summonses picegelas me SP 1 I ¢  & “ie at id ee | Causes for Trial (with Witnesses 
Murray v Dixon (s o) ee ay. ee 5 di Brock, dec Breck v Brock | Wiseman v Patz act (s o for d 
In re James J hnston. de Mills ta ; é | m1 “ne es . ie . OC ; , | covery) 
v Johnston _ sld v Tif 1 a aa al "Tr: “bt _— Pg asc dee In re Treherne Treherne v T: 
In ve John Harris, dec Herrisv| saan) deal | aye Fhe eg taid sumns | herne act (not before Oct 17 
Harris adjd sumns In 1 P ( ] Ss ae peor = 8 each | In re P lard, de Willison V 
In re Bunch, de Ridsdale v| Taxation of 7 " er I a hee | _ Young act (s o until June 21 
funch adid sumns aa Ser apeene se S idjd , = ee Leverson’s 1 rusts Leverson | Attorney-Gen vy East Sun 
, | 7 sre 7 B rs ( tg ; 7 > 5 Ay b Leyes -_ sumns - | Water Co act 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). "sa elie lat Secon aylor vy vibe coon rusts Pfachler v | Morley v Smith act 
Deterding v Dack act | In re Belfield FY Belfi 14 Bel. | i. ty : _ ae id | Enever v Middleditch a a 
In re Hodgson Hodgson v Hodg-| field ; lid PO aaa Vv be id tea dec Way v Coles | _ counter-claim 
son adjd sumns (with witnesses In re Wilks a d. Thee nih gay Mat De — v Galindez Bros a 
Encinillas Mines ld: hak Wilkinsan adid so OMS V n as ae Mahon v Davies (fixed for June 1 
American Syndicate act I Tn 36 Bascotcnns Aa Por - Be 3 F Mad, ’s Truet “ Davies Vv Hughe s act 
Betts v Selfridge act (not before | v Peppercorn Tr _ - tg * r} lid — s Maxwell | Frost v_Richardson ict (fixed 
May 31) lin va ( q “yy ‘ sa - c ' Pt 4 K oe _ | May 31) 
Same v \S; me act a a ee did Aah iV t V ory Bull ae ; Pa nt Launch John and Rees George 
May 31 | ti md Chepees, dis Metis | ata Bar Oo bee ie alden a 
In re Wm. Brown, dec Ashhbeev | y Prilm oars EAI M lox | - y TI “is a and a ae | Wells v Wells a 
Brown act (fixed for May 24) |In re Lanclot. Armetreeag ke | summa meat adjd | Gibbs v Plumbe act (not bef 
Palmer v Turner act Main, - Someta 2 _ ; rod ae D; : — - Kelf ae June 1) 
Hunt v Hunt act meap e 2 er gf - jd eumns smal N Levon mt J short Pomery y Pomery act 
Davis v Rhayader Granite Quar v an 1 " - Ba i . ae ” rd vl Miller, dec Hudson \ Mosely v The Koffyfontein Mi 
ries 1d act (fixed for Mav 24 ea ee a ee) ee Se oalins ld act 
Davis v Davis act , i ah he ; Ny so ell “oa . In re G T Mountford, dec Price | Countess of Clancarty v SfcLean 
Hatch v Baker act and iietiitiai, Bree ptr . ¥ rth, “ ins v Nicholls adjd sumns _ Myott act 
claim YR ae : emmerow | Tn re G B Smallpeice, dee Roy y | King .v The Medway (Upp: 
Addis v Dix act Bis ney Bask Voll _| Smallpeice adjd sumns . Navigation Co a 
Lovelock y Al ee act Spa sa. dee \ »v Brigg Pil P. . 1 Brailefor or. WT In re Wootten, de« Stimpson Vv 
Munn v Fearnley Bi ld I cag Raceway bg or bor egy: Vy Ott Ay . Wootten act 
po : ~ Pros id and ors | Tr Gandy, dec Gandy v Anstev | Long and Co (Sheffield Tel rics Bl , 
4 Mo <a adjd sum graph) ld Wall bP oe ; . 
Attorney Ags v West Ham C orpn | In re or dec Strick] I oF ee Graphic Arts v H 
act (fixed for July 11) ebes aff : ckland v n re Arnold's Estate Cardwell v Hipkiss v Fellow : 
: | sishop of London adjd sumns Arnold adjd sumns Shaw v Shaw act 
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Moss v Delphin Same v Denness 
consolidated actions, transferred 
from K B Division 

Attorney-Gen v Churchill's Veteri- 


| In re Coomber, dec Coomber v 
Coomber act (restored by order) 
Hall v The Herbert Process and 

Mineral Properties Syndicate ld 


| 
nary Sanatorium Id and anr | act 
act | Stepney Spare Motor Wheel ld v 
Macvean v Herbert Strong and | Hall act 
Co act | Bastard v Horton act, counter- 
Newitt v Stronge act and counter- claim and m f j 
claim Walker v Andreae act 


Howard v Woodward act 

In re Harvey Stapleton, dec Cur- 
tois v Stapleton act 

Keene v Higgins act 

Same v Bowen act 

Hope-Johnstone v 
stone act 

Elkin and Co Id and anr v Francis, 
Day and Hunter act 

Cheston v The Misses 
act 

Rummens v Cecil act 


Byles v Freeman act 

C W Faulkner and Co v John 
Farrow and Co act 

Brown v Wake and Dean ld act 

Edwards v Poulter act 

Same v Same and ors act 

Max Schliephak ld v Roos act 

Lane v Stanton act 

In re S Oddy, dec Connell v Oddy 
act 

Bath v The Standard Land Co ld 


Hope-John- 


Amherst 


act 
Hoyland Silkstone Coal and Coke 
Co ld v The Law Car and 
General Insce Corpn ld act 
Dean v Roe act and counter- 
claim 
Hartmann v Aldridge and Co act 
Wesley v Pain act (s o not before 


June 30) 


Registries. 
Merrick v Liverpool Corpn act 
Albiston v Lees act 
In re Howe Wilkinson v Fernie- 
hough act and counter-claim 
The Edinburgh Life Assce Co v 
Jones act 


The SummerdAssizes. 


(From the London Gazette.) 
Crown Orrice, May 24, 1910. 
Days and places appointed for holding the Summer Assizes, 1910 :— 
WESTERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice Bucknill. 
Tuesday, May 24, at Salisbury. 
Friday, May 27, at Dorchester. 
Wednesday, June 1, at Wells. 
Monday, June 6, at Bodmin. 
Friday, June 10, at Exeter. 


Friday, June 17, at Winchester. 
Friday, June 24, at Bristol. 


SovutH-EasTeRN CIRCulIr. 

The Lord Chief Justice of England and Mr. Justice Phillimore. 
Tuesday, May 24, at Huntingdon. 
Thursday, May 26, at Cambridge. 
Tuesday, May 31, at Bury St. Edmunds. 
Monday, June 6, at Norwich. 
Saturday, June 11, at Chelmsford. 
Saturday, June 18, at Hertford. 
Wednesday, June 22, at Lewes. 
Thursday, June 30, at Maidstone. 
Saturday, July 9, at Guildford. 


Oxrorp Cr1rRcuIT. 
Mr. Justice Lawrance and Mr. Justice Channell. 

Saturday, June 4, at Reading. 

Thursday, June 9, at Oxford. 

Monday, June 13, at Worcester. 

Saturday, June 18, at Gloucester. 

Saturday, June 25, at Monmouth. 

Friday, July 1, at Hereford. 

Tuesday, July 5, at Shrewsbury. 

Monday, July 11, at Stafford. 


NortH AND SourH WALES AND CHesTeR Circuit. 
Mr. Justice Jelf and Mr. Justice Scrutton. 


Tuesday, May 24, at Newtown. 
Thursday, May 26, at Haverfordwest. 
Friday, May 27, at Dolgelly. 
Monday, May 30, at Lampeter. 
Wednesday, June 1, at Carnarvon. 
Wednesday, June 1, at Carmarthen. 
Monday, June 6, at Beaumaris. 
Monday, June 6, at Brecon. 
Thursday, June 9, at Ruthin. 
Thursday, June 9, at Presteign. 
Saturday, June 11, at Mold. 
Saturday, July 9, at Chester. 
Saturday, July 16, at Swansea. 


Liverpool and Manchester District 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Tunspay, May 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Louitsep 1m Caanorry. 


Ancnor InvestMent Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Grime, Prudential bldgs, Union at, Oldham, liquidator 

Asmantr Rivers anp Concessions, Ltp, ann As#awtr Propretizs, Ltp (in Vo.un- 
Taky Liquipation)— Creditors are required, on or before Aug 20. to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or ctaims, to Percy Arthur Casserley, 
q —eengeae st, High Holborn, Edell & Co, King st, Cheapside, solors for the 
iquidator 

Borneo Tosacco Estates, Lrp (1m Liguipation)—Creditors are required forthwith 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
R. W. Nunn, 5, Whittington av, liquidator 

Carita, anp Ovrrits Co, Lrp — Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harold 
Denton Hardwicke, Norwich Union bldge, 8t James’ st, liquidator 

Crocopite River (Sktancor) Russer Co, Lrp—vUreditors are required, on or before 
May 31, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Frauk Sharp Abbott, 61, Brown st, Manchester, Goulty & Goodfellow, 
Manchester, solors for the liquidator 

Fortarrx, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 5, directed to be heard May 285, 
Churchill & Co, Coleman st, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-nemed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 24 

Srout Grezn Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Harry 
Tonge, 1, Melbourne st, Stalybridge. Ives, Stalyoridge, solor for the liquidator 

Sratypraiper Piusa Manvuracturtne Co, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 17, to send their names and addresses, and the ee of their debts or 
claims, to George Harry Tonge, 1, Melbourne st, Stalybridge. Ives, Stalybridge, 
solor for the liquidator 


London Gazette,—Faipay, May 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 


Botton Sxconp Economic Burtvine Socirrry— Petn for the voluntary winding up, 
svbject to the supervision of the County Court of Lancashire, presented May 14, 
directed to be heard at the County Court House, Mawdsiey st, Bolton, June 8 at 10, 
Balshaws, 22, Acresfield, Bolton, solora for the petner. otice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock ia the afternoon of June 7 

Gotp Coast Rupser aND Propuce Synpicats, Lap — Creditors are required, on or 
before June 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Edmund Heisch, 120, Fenchurch st, liquidator i 

MERDALE Mit Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alf Harry 
Scampton, 28, Market st, Wigan. Thomas Wilson, Wigan, solor for the liquidator 

Penee Perseverance Permanent Bewerit Burtpine Society—C reditors are required, 
on or before June 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Harold Lawden Shaw, 145, Anerley rd, Anerley. Eves, Mark 
In, solor to the liquidator 

Soursport anp LyrHam Taamaoap Co—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or claims, to 
John Thomas Wood, 3, Cook st, Liverpool. Alsop & Co, Liverpool, solors to the 
liquidator 

London Gazette,—Tuxspay, May 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lrurtep im CHANCERY. 


Bexsamin Buoxwortu, Lrp—OCreditors are required, on or before July 9, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Nicholson, 12, Wood st, Cheapside, liquidator. 

Benrora (Ceytox) Russer Co, Lrp (1n Votuntary Liqurpation)—OCreditors are re- 
quired, on or before June 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Frederic 8. Jackson, 20, Finsbury sq, liquidator 

Bromets, L1rp—Petn for winding up, presented May 24, directed to be heard June 7. 
Montagu «& Co, Bucklersbury, solora for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the abuve-named not later than 6 o’clack in the afternoon of June 6 

Howakgp, sons, & Parsons, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 17, directed to 
be heard at the Guildhail, Bath, June 16, at ll. Taynuton «& Co, Gloucester, solors to 
the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 15 

Mowmarcu Asscorance Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send 
their names aud addressee, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Mill, 48, Bedford-row, liquidator 

New Zeatanp Crown Minas, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulats of their debts or claims, to 
Thcmas Dundas Pillans, 11, Cornhill, liquidator 

Noaxes & Douneey, Lrp (1n Votuntary Liguipatiom)—Creditors are required, on or 
betore June 30, to send their names an , and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Sydney Freeman, Tunbridge Wells, liquidator. 

Sattasu Taezezk Towns anv Disraicr Steampoat Co, Lrp—Creditors are required 
on or before June 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Froderick John Davis, 36, Southside st,Plymoutb. Bond & 
Pearce, Plymouth, solors to the liquidator. 

Suzrrarp & Co, —Creditors are ae on or before July 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William Edward 
Green, 47, Chestnut rd, West Norwood 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Turspar, May 17, 


Sravens, Conrgctiongr, Lrp. 

Noaxss & Donery, Lrp. 

Patmer's Greznw Nvuzsine Inetitvure, Lev. 

INCORPORATED MgpICAL PRACTITIONERS’ ASSOCIATION. 

Bornzo Toxzacco Estates, Lav. 

James Sourcuirre & Sow, Lp. 

Leponran Sywpicarte, Lr. 

Catepon1an Sywpicate, Lev. 

Poowmup: Tra Co, Lrp, 

Sanpiarps, Lrp. 

Berry Usirep Deze Leaps, Lrp. 

Lerst Winetess Syxpicate, Ltp. 

New Zeatanp Crown Mines Co, Lap. 

CrocopiLe River (Setaneor) Rusper Co, Lrp. (Reeonstraction) 
W. N. Synpicarsz, Lrp. 

Lowomyxp Waters, Lop. 

Waeat Commerce Tin Mine, Lrp (Reconstruction). °° -» 
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London Gazette.—Fautpay, May 20. 


Anprews’ Governor Patents, Lrp. 

Meepate Mitt Co, Lrp. 

Sumatra-Devt Russer Estates, Lrp. 

Braprorp Rosser Co, Lrp. 

American Dentat Insritcere, Lrp. 

Deve.torment Co or Centeat ano West Araica, Lp. 
ALassto STEAMSHIP Co, Lrp. 

Houtswortuy asp Distatct Co operatives Socrery, Lrp. 
Hotme Miuiis (Netson), Lrp. 

Crea Co, Lev. 

Anti-Friction Equipment (Ratiways), Lrp, 


Tugspay, May 24. 


Soura Luton District Gas Lieut & Cokes Co, Lrp. 

Rock Brewery Co, Lrp. 

Wrst Harrieroon Association Foorsatu anp AtaLetic Crus Co, Lrp. 
Huswicx Bawx anp Trie Works, Lro. 

Soutn Avsrratian Copper Synpicats, Lrp. 

Kine Bros. Lrp. 


London Gazette. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


May 30.—Messrs. Heretne, Son, & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Dwelling- 
houses (see advertisement, back page, May 21). 

June 2.—Messrs, H. E. Fostrzr & Cranrizup, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Policies, and Shares (see advertisement, page iii, this week). 

Juve 2, 9 and 16.—Messers, Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Lease- 
hold Ground-rents, House and Shop, and Licensed Premises (see advertisement, page 
iii, this week). 

une 6.—Messrs, Cottims & Cotuins, at the Mart: Residences (see advertisement, 
back page, April 30). 

June 7.—Mesers. Mrvart & Co, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Residences (see adver- 
tisement page iii, this week, 

June 7.—Meesrs. Oreitt, Marks & Barry, at the Mart,lat 1: Freehold Investment 
(see advertisement, page ii, this week). 

June 8.—Mesars. Epwin Fox, Bousrigitp, Burnetrs & Bappe.ey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Ground-rents, Leasehold Properties, Residences, Freehold Estate, and Pro- 
perties, &c, (see advertisement, page iii, May 14). 

June 8.—Mesars. Tro.ioex, at the Mart: Town Residences (see advertisement, 
page v, May 7). 

June 8.—Mesers, Savter, Rex & Co., at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Property (see 
advertisement, page ii, this week). 

June 8, 29, July 7—Messrs. Humaert & Frnt, at the Mart,at 2: Freehold Residences, 
Farme, Building and Sporting Estates, Leasehold Investments (see advertisement, 
pages 1 and ii, this week). 

June 9, 23—Mr. Josrrn Stowrr, at the Mart, at 2: 
rents (see advertisment, page ii, this week). 

June 9, 14, 21, 28, July 5, 12, 26, and Aug. 9.—Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, Ricaarp- 
son & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences, Ground-rents, Shop, Shares, Free- 
hold Properties, Building Kstates, Freehold and Leasehold Hotels (see advertisement, 
page iv, this week). 

June 10.—Messrs. Duncan & Kimpron, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
(see advertisement, page ii, this week). 

June 17.—Messrs. Harrops, Lro,: Country Residence (see advertisement, page v, 
this week). 

June 21.—Messre. Rogers, CuApman, & THomas, at the Mart, at 1: Short Leasehold 
Investment (see advertisement, page ii, this week). 

June 22,—Messrs. Doveras Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences, 
Eatates, and Residential Sites, &c. (see advertisement, page v. this week. 

June 24—Meesrs, Montacu Hotes & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Polytechnic Estate, 
Freehold (see advertisement, page ii, this week). 

June 28— Messrs, WEATHERALL & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties and 
Sites (see advertisement, page ii, thia week). 

June 29.—Messrs. Rorert Bonp & Sons: 
page ii, this week). 

July 5th.—Mesers. Homerer & Fiint, at Chester, at 1: Residential Property (see 
advertisements, pages i. and ii, this week). 


Freehold Estates and Ground- 


Freehold Property (see adverjisement, 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day 





or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 20, 


Hortoox, Witi1aM Samvzt, Wallington, Surrey, Lace Agent June9 Candy v Horlock, 
Registrar, County Court, Camborwell New rd Martin, King st, Guildhall 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, May 24. 

Emerson, Witiit, East Dereham, Norfolk, Jeweller July 3 Ostler vy Beck, Swinfen 

Eady, J Large, Swaffham 


Acper, Henry, Smallburn, Ponteland, Northumberland, Farmer 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or CLaim. 

* London Gazette.—Torspay, May 17. 

June13 Ward, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

Anprews, ELeanor, Newcastle upon Tyne June 13 Ward, Newcasile upon Tyne 

Baitey, Euma, Burton Leonard, York May 31 Horner & Sampson, Bradford 

Bipeoop, Saran, Bradninch, Devon June2z4 Gould, Exeter 

Biaxp, Witttam Epwarp, Southport June13 Brown & Co, Southport 

Braprosp, FLora Mary, Kaw gardens Jane18 Williams & James, Norfolk House, 
Norfolk st 

Burt, Emma Rust, Swanage, Dorset June 20 Slade & West, Swanage 

Cuapman, AL¥arep, Chichester rd, Paddington July1 Jones, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

Curinner, WiLLIAM, Swindon, nr Wolverhampton June 30 Sanders & Co, Birmingham 

CuIpPINDALL, Eowasp CairPInDALL, Grahamstowa, Cape Colony Nov 30 Hall & Co, 

Lancaster 

Craypen, Cuartes, Manuden, Essex, Farmer, May 31 Gee, Bishop’s Stortford 

Curt, Louisa, Cheltenham June 30 Sanders & Co, Birmingham 

Davigs, Groner, Alderley Edge, Chester June 28 Blair & Seddon, Manchester 

Fansr, Georce Henny, Beckenham, Kent, Insurance Broker June 24 Pothecary & Co, 
Gresham bldgs 

Favewy, Exiza, Sheffield June 30 Benson & Co, Sheffield 

Fawssetr, Rev Ricnarp Awnprew, Chieveley, Berks June 13 
chmbrs 

Forrest, Rosert, St Fagans,Glam June 30 Reece & Son, Cardiff 

Haynes, Wiu.iam, Eccles, Lancaster, Brewer’s Engineer July 8 Sale & Co, Manchester 

Hu.ke, Caarvorre, Holland rd, Kensington June 13 Woolmer, Temple chmbrs 

Kywaston, Ropert Cuarites, West Green rd, Middlesex, Wine Merchant June 11 
Boulton & Co, Northampton sq 

Lawton, Nancy Ann, Oldbury June24 Shakespeare & Co, Oldbury, nr Birmingham 

Lawson, Taomas, Oldbury, Grocer June 24 Shakespeare & Co, Oldbury, nr Birmingham 

Lez, Mary, East Twickenham Junel5 Gabriel, King st, Cheapside 

LirrLewoop, Martua, Sheffield June 30 Gould & Cuombe, Sheffield 

Mason, Taomas Wituiiam, Amble, Northumberland June 20 Douglas, Alnwick 

Miuver, Cuarces Sanpesson, Radway, Warwick June 380 Sanders & Co, Birmingham 

Moncey, Luke, Avenue rd, Regent’s Park June 24 Blachford & Co, Walbrook 

New.anp, Joun, Norwich, Licensed Victualler June 24 Stratford, Norwich 

Newnsuam, WitiiaM, Brighton June 13 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 

Quetco, Haeriett, Bristol Junel Salisbury & Grittiths, Bristol 

Keip, Tuomas Wuireneap, Canterbury, Kent June 30 Reid, Great St Helens 

Suita, Cuaeves, Carlton hill, St Joha’s Wood May 27 Furber & Son, Gray's inn sq 

Suira, Grorcz, Wrekenton, Durham June 17 Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle upon 


Woolmer, Temple 


'yne 

Sairu, 'aomas Caartes, Kingston on Thames, Lighterman June 28 Sherwood & Co, 
Kingston on Thames 

Syetu, Lieut Col, Witt1am Henny, MVO, Selhurst rd, South Norwood 
sey & Co, Moorgate st 

Spexp, Evizasetu, Handsworth, York June 30 Benson & Co, Sheffield 

Sranpeina, Jonx, Mauchester, Manufacturer July 8 Sale & Co, Manchester 

TuHompsox, StrerHen Hamicroy, Kdgbaston, Birmingham June 30 Sanders & Co, 
Birmingham 

Tuoyrts, Wituram Ricnarp Mortimer, Reading June 30 Peake & Co, Bedford row 

Tawaite, Jozsern, Kettlewell, York, Farmer June 25 Brown & Co, Skipton 

Vavuauan, Epwarp, Royston, Hertford June17 Wortham & Vo, Royston 

Vaue@aan, Joskpx Henry, Royston, Hertford June 17 Wortham &Co, Royston 

Wess, Water, Rushden, Northampton, Outtitter June 20 Claridge, Rushden 

London Gazette.—FRiIDAY, May 20. 

Baruca, Gustav, Hagenbach, Germany June 30 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury 
circus 

Bourne, Rey Percye Wituiam Natasanigt Garsrorp, DD, Romsey July 31 Fladgate 
& Co, Craig’s ct, Charing Cross 

Bourye, Auice, Romsey July 31 Fladgate & Co, Craig’s ct, Charing Cross 

CyemMEnTson, James, Whitley, Northumberland, Butcher June 30 Dees & Thompson, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Couns, Bryyamin, East Finchley, Bookbinder June 30 Paterson & Co, Bream’s bldgs, 
Chancery In 

Croker,. Letit1a Eveanor Canew Tuomasina, Curryglass Tallow, Waterford June 30 
Greenfield & Cracknall, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Davies, Mary Janz, Eastbourne June 24 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 

ELpeRKIN, Henry, Lincoln June6é Hebb & Bills, Lincoln 

Evsrein, Sizcmunp Heamann, West Hampstead, Leather Manufacturer 
& Cohen, Finsbury circus 

Fairey, Feeperick Joun, Weymouth June1l7 Bowen & Symes, Weymouth 

Guiype, Joun, Ipswich, Bookseller June 24 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 

HALLgM, EvizaBeTH, Stapleford, Notts Junel1l Wilson, Long Eaton 

Harker, Evizasers, Grassington, Yorks,Grocer June18 Brown & Co, Skipton 

Havers, Evizagera Cago.ine, Chingford, Essex June 24 Chalinder & Herington, 
Hastings 

Haysom, Mary Apg.aipe, Swanage June20 Slade & West, Swanage 

Hopkins, Joun, Weston superMare June 30 Dixon & Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Honv, Anne CLementina, Sutton, Surrey July 16 King & Co, Cannon st 

Hussey, Toomas Wuitina, Netheravon, Wilts June18 Fulton, Salisbury 

Jackson, Coarues, Long Eaton, Derby June 24 Wilson, Long Eaton 

ome aeees Henry, Oxton, Chester, Contractor June 18 Mather & Son, 

uiverpoo 

Kenpat, Samust Brapiey, Newstead Burbage, Buxton, Silk Mercer July 2 Farrar & 

Co, Manchester 


June 13 Wan- 


June 30 Cohen 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


22, 


MOORGATE STHRAAT, LOmNDPDown, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— 


LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. y | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


oa appiication. 
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Kixe, Groner, Newhaven June 30 Hillman, Lewes 

May, Epwin Faetwett, Doncaster, Farmer June 20 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 

Ovessury, JosepH Warson, Cambridge sq, Stockbroker June 16 Trower & Oo, New 
sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Ramsay, Grorcina Jane Roserrson, Hoo, Kent 
church av 

Ramsay, Sanau Karturrive Even Roserrsoyx, Hoo, Kent June 30 Sandlilands & Co, 
Fenchurch av 

Savace, Many Lyp1a, Woodnesborough, nr Dover June 24 Howell, Pancras In 

Scores. MarrHa Ann Bewra, Battersea June 24 Taylor & Co, Lavender hill, 
Battersea 

Surpman, Grorce Abert, Sheffield Junc 30 Wake & Sons, Sheffield 

SixcteTox, THomas, Wadsley, Sheffield June 24 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

SurrH, Georce Pick, Kelmscott rd, Wandsworth Common June 24 Taylor & Co, Lavender 
hill, Battersea 4 

Spanks, Harry James, Cornwall gdns, South Kensington July 6 Weir & Co, 


June 30 Sandilands & Co, Fen- 


BAILEY, JOHN, Gosport, Hants, Job Master July4 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

Brown, HANNAH, Cirencester,Glos June 25 Haygarth, Cirencester 

CaZALET, EMMELINE AGNES, Tanhurst, nr Dorking June 30 Trower & Co, New sq, 
Lincoln’s inn 

COLEMAN, JOHN, Paddington June16 Greaves, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

DIGBY, MARIA DiGBY WINGFIELD, Coleshill, nr Birmingham June 1 Arnold & Son, 
Birmingham 

EVETTs, HARRIET, Harperley, Durham June 24 Storey & Sons, Birmingham 

ForRD, CHARLES RICHARD, Bromley July 31 Todd & Co, Chancery In 

Gor¥, ANN, Ripon, Yorks June 30 Hutchinson, Ripon 

HaAyYwoop, CHARLES, Hillsborough, Sheffield, Edge Tool Forger June 30 
Parker, Sheftleld 

HORSLEY, JOHN, Hartlepool June30 Bell, West Hartlepool 

JEFFREYS, RHys, Penclawdd,Glam June 27 Strick & Bellingham, Swansea 

MASSEY, JOSEPH, St Helens, Lancs, Solicitor June 24 Rawlinson, St Helens 

PALMER, JOHN, Stockbridge, Southampton, Builder June 18 Talbot, Andover 


Wightman & 








London wall 


Spurr, JosepH Henry, Horrabridge, Devon July 14 Gill, Devonport 
Summers, Jonn Westwoop, Chesterton, Cambridge June 24 
Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Waxerorp, Mary Rostna, Battersea June 21 
Watkins, Hannan, Llandrindod Wells, Radnor June 40 
Warsox, Ropert, Newcastle upon Tyne July7 Brown& 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 24. 


Burch & Co, Spring gdus 
June 4 Carter & Co, Pontefract 


AMES, ALFRED, Waterloo p] July 5 
APPLEYARD, REBECCA, Conisborough, Yorks 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Doppaipar, Witt1am Henry Tuomas, Plymouth, Market 
Gardener Piymouth Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Euuis, Witure James, Norwich, Clicker Norwich Pet 
May12 Ord May 12 

Harcu, Tuomas Aubert, Portsmouth, Hants, Blind Manu- 
facturer Portsmouth Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Intatey, WiLL1amM Ropert, Church Gresley, Derby, Beer- 

Burton on Trent Pet May 12 Ord 

May 12 


Jonzss, Witt1am Tuomas, Bolton, Lancs, Insurance Agent 
Bolton Pet April 27 Ord May 11 

Lezminc, Ropxert, Oldham, General Dealer Oldham Pet 
April 19 Ord May 12 

Maruews, Freperick Jouy, Long Ditton, Surrey, Builder 

Kingston, Surrey Pet — 28 Ord May 12 

Owen, CADWALADR, -_Lianaelhaiarn, Carnarvon, 
General Dealer Portmadoc Pet May 13 Ord May 13 

Prcx, James, Middlesbrough, York, Plumber Middles- 
brough Pet May2 Ord May 13 

PairstLey, Joun Wiitiam, Wakefield, Teamer Wakefield 
Pet May 18 Ord May 13 

Ravcuirer, Txomas, Bramley, 


nr Rotherham, Joiner 


Sheffield Pet May 12 May 12 

Saunpers, Gsrorce, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great 
Yarmouth Pet May12 Ord May 12 

Sueruerp, Luxe, Bank Top, Darlington, Draper's 


Assistant Stockton on Tees Pet May 11 Ord May 11 


Srocemax, WituiamM Jonny, Lowestoft, Grocer Great 
Yarmouth Pet May13 Ord May13 

Swann, Francis Ernest, Fleet st, Solicitor High 
Court Pet April21 Ord May 12 

Tuomas, Witu1am ARTHUR, Tenby, Grocer Pembroke 


Dock Pet May12 Ord May 12 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Barton, Lzoxarp, Hednesford, Builder May 26 at 11.30 
George Hotel, Walsall 

Bexxet1s, Exizapeta, Rugby, |Boarding house Keeper 
May 26 atl1 Off Kec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Barxsox, Ivor Geroror, Treharris, Glam, Accountant 
May 25 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Broox, Mary, Holmfirth, nr Huddersfield, Greengrocer 
May 27 at 2.15 Law Society’s Room, Imperial arcade, 
New st, Huddersfield 


Ellison & Co, Cambridge 


Smith & Co, Sheffield Saxmundham 


Son, Newcastle upon Tyne way, Trowbridge 











Epwarps, Davip Humpureys, Pembroke, Plumber May 
26 at 12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Exuis, Witiiz James, Norwich, Clicker May 25 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Evans, Witiu1amM Henry, Birmingham, Wholesale Con- 
fectioner May 27 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 
poration st, Birmingham 

Finuinsoy, Percy Srymour, Scarborough May 31 at 2.15 
Law Society’s Room, Imperial arcade, New st, Hud- 
dersfield 

Hopesox, Witt1am, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Pumpman May 
25 at 11 Off Kec, Government bldgs, St Mary’s st, 
Swansea 

Howg 1, Artaur Wii.1AMm, Southsea, Hants, Tailor May 
2at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

LerminG, Kopert, Oldham, General Dealer June 3 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

MoMorran, Wituram Epwix, Teddington, China Dealer 
May 26 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

MatrTuEws, Faepenick Joun, Long Ditton, Surrey, Builder 
May 27 at 2.30 132, York od, Westaiaaher Bridge 

Mitvrs, H, Catford, Kent, Confectioner May 25 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 


Mor.ey, Grorck Heapert, Doncaster,Grocer May 26 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Naisn, Harry, Blandford, Dorset, Baker May 26 at 1 


Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Prigstiey, Jonn Witir1am, Wakefield, Teamer May 27 at 
11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Roserts, Morracur Gornon, Bristol, Tailor May 25 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Rourke, Cuartes Jonn, Manchester, Paper Stcck Mer- 
chant May 26at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Sapine, ARTHUR Wootmer, Oswestry, Coal Merchant May 
26 at 2.15 Wynnstay Hotel, Oswestry 

Svater, CHagies ALBERT, and Cuaries Steward Pui.iorr 
Scatse, Liverpool, Produce Brokers May 26at11 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Swann, Francis Ervest, Fleet st, Solicitor May 26 at 
12.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wuitr, Atrrep Rosert, Wolverhampton May 27 at 12 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Wittuams, James, Poole, Dorset, Builder May 26 at 2 
100, High st, Poole 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 6: 


Kirsy, Joun Henry, Ongar, Essex, Chemist May 27 at 12 
14, Bedford row 








Bicentenary. 1710-1910. The 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Capigd from Policy dated 1788. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, 


SUN 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orricer: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


= RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
i. , EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and ) PERSONAL 
one ~S/ == WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 
including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


ACCIDENT, 


| PLATE GLASS. 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE 


are accepted by the 


various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 
and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, the Masters in Lunacy, Board of 


Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty’s Governm 





PIKE, JOHN ToM, Snarlton Farm, nr Wingfield, Wilts, Farmer June 11 





PAVEY, HENRY EDWARD, Bishopston, Bristol, Accountant June18 Sturge, Bristol 
PEARSE, Rev VINCENT, Hanwell Rectory, nr Banbury June 24 Gibbs, Bath] 
PESKETT, WILLIAM TOBIT, Diss, Norfolk, Hotel Proprietor June 25 Southwell & Fry, 


Mann & Rod- 


SETTLE, GEORGE, Bradford June 20 Bolton, Letchworth, Herts 
WARDLEY, JAMES FREDERICK, Southport June 11 
WuakrF, SARAH, Bury St Edmunds June6 Woolnough & Co, Bury St Edmunds 


Rigby, Southport 





Turkey 
Carpets 


HE finest collection 

in the world, 4,000 

always in stock at 

the lowest possible prices, 
Comparison proves it. 





Write for Quotations, 


MAPLE & GO 


TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, 
LONDON 


Buenos Aires 
Smyrna 


Paris 














ADJUDICATIONS. 

Doppriver, Witt1am Henry Tuomas, Plymouth, Market 
Gardener Plymouth Pet May 12 Ord oe 

Epwarps, Daviv Humrureys, Pembroke, Plumber Pem- 
broke Dock Pet May7 Ord May 13 

Exuis, Wiiuire James, Porwich, Clicker Norwich Pet 
May 12 Ord May 12 

Hatca, Taomas Aubert, Portsmouth, Blind Manufacturer 
Portsmouth Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Iuustry, Witt1am Rosert, Church Gresley, Derby, Beer- 
house Keeper Burton on Trent Pet May 12 Ord 
May 12 

Owen, ‘Gapwatase, Lianaelhaiarn, Carnarvon, General 
Dealer Portmadoc Pet May 13 Ord May 13 

Porgrt, A L, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Commercial 
Traveller Wandswo Pet Mar 23 Ord May 12 

Paigstiey, Jonn Wiiiam, Wakefield, Trainer Wakefield 
Pet May 13 Ord May 13 

Rapcurre, Tuomas, Bramley, nr Rotherham, Joiner 
Sheffield Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Roserts, Morraaue Gorpon, Bristol, Tailor 
May 13 Ord May 4 

Saunpers, Groror, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Mayi12 Ord May 12 

Saunpers, Joun Evxvs, Bishopstoke, Southampton, Builder 
Winchester Pet April9 Ord May 12 

Suzrnerp, Luxe, Bank Top, Darlington, Draper’s Assis 
tant Stockton on Tees Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Swevt, Faepraick Heasert, Torpoint, Cornwall, Builder 
Plymouth Pet April 27 ay 13 

Srocxmax, Witt1am Joun, Lowestoft, Grocer Gt Yar- 
mouth PetMay13 Ord May 13 


Bristol Pet 
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Tuomas, Witt1am Artuur, Tenby, Grocer Pembroke Dock 


Pet May12 Ord May 12 
Wituramson, Henry, Barling, 
April8 Ord May 9 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Day, Harry, Medstead, Hants Winchester 
dan 20 Annul May il 


London Gazette.—Faipay, May 20. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Cuannina, Witt1am Cuar_es, Handsworth, Builder Bir- 
mingham Pet May 13 Ord May 13 
Darersuire, Bernunarp Vesnox, Foxcombe Hill, 

Mapmaker Oxford Pet.May14 Ord May 14 
Davirs, Samvet, Rhosddu, Wrexham, Denbigh 
Hooker Wrexham Pet May12 Ord May 12 
Dawson, Witu1am I, Eaton Socon, Beds Bedford 
Mar 30 Ord May 13 


Essex Chelmsford Pet 


serks, 


Colliery 


Dossin, Epwin, Porthcawl Cardiff Pet April 21 Ord | 


May 13 
Dowxs, Frank Greoror, Marston, Oxford, Grocer’s Mana- 
ger Oxford Pet May 17 Ord May 17 


Epwarps, Groresr, Clifton hill, 8t John’s Wood, Estate | 


Ord May 13 
Hardy, Manchester, 
Ord May 12 


Agent High Court Pet April 7 
Exuuiot, Tomas, Chorlton cum 
Builder Salford Pet April 13 


Evans, Bexsamin, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Wheelwright | 


Ord May 18 
Tobacco Dealer Colchester 


Carmarthen Pet May 18 
Goopway, F N, Colchester, 
Pet April21 Ord May 11 
Hutt, Josern Arcarpatp Mortaaur, Fulwell, Durham, 
Grocer Sunderland Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
Hussey, Joun, Draycott mews, Kensington, Funeral 
Furnisher High Court Pet Aprilv9 Ord May 13 
Jamrs, Witt1am Morcaayn, Mold, Flint, Saddler Chester 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
Lazarus, Josreu Laurence, Strand, Financier High Court 
Pet Mar 3 Ord May 18 
Leaca, Watters Ciarkson, Garstang, Lancs, Pig Dealer 
Preston Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
Marks, Davip, Romford rd, Manor Park, Essex, Clothier 
High Court Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
May, Wituam, Cromwell rd, South Kensington High 
Court Pet Jan29 Ord May 13 
Morais, CHarves Parrice, Erdington, Warwick, 
monger Birmingham Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
Noprs, Water Henry, King st, Hammersmith, Under- 
taker HighCourt Pet April 23 Ord May 18 
Owen, Jonn Henry, Sam Owen, and Witiiam Henry Owen, 
Sheffield, Brick Manufacturers Sheffield Pet Muay 14 
Ord May 14 
Pest, James Henry, Worplesdon, Surrey, Physician 
Guildford Pet April22 Ord May 17 
Peterson, Enowarp Wuittrep Ittyp, Esmond rd, Bedford 
Park, Solictior High Court Pet April 20 
Poynton, ALBert Louis, Warminster, Wilts, Builder Frome 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Paice, JAmeEs gwRY, and Epwin’ Baynett, 
Builders Bolton Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
Sexton, Frepericx, Loughborough pk, Brixton, Cabinet 
er HighCourt Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Suanrg, Atresp, Castor, Northampton, Baker 
borough Pet May17 Ord May 17 
Sparks, Josern Henry, Landport, Hants, Pork Butcher 
Portamouth Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
Squire, Ricuarp, Heavitree, Devon, Commercial Traveller 
Exeter Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Taytor, Wituiam, Bury, Draper Bolton 
Ord May 14 
Tuomrson, Witu1Am Henry, Guilford st, Russell sq, 
Costumier High Court Pet April 8 Ord May 12 
Titpestey, Watter Reav, Willenhall, Staffs, Brass- 
founder’s Manager Wolverhampton Pet May 14 
Ord May 14 
Wavycort, Frank Wituiam, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 
Wesster, Joun Puitir, Hay Mill, Sparkhill, Worcester, 
Chandelier Manufacturer Birmingham Pet April 2y 
ay 12 
Wriss, F, and M Murray, Australian av, Fancy Leather 
Goods Manufacturers High Court Pet April21 Ord 
May 12 - 
Wuorrton, James, Dudley, Fender Manufacturer Dudley 
Pet May 13 Ord May 13 
Wiiiamson, Groror, Fieldway House, Highbury, Sales- 
man HighCourt Pet May18 Ord May 18 
Woop, Arnoip, Morley, Yorks, Confectioner 
Pet May 14 Ord May 14 
Waiaat, Ricnarp Maruam, and James Atrerp Barron, 
Long Sutton, Lincs, Potato Merchants King’s Lynn 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
Yares, Joun, Runcorn, Chester, Tailor Warrington 
May 14 Ord May 14 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 13: 
Hooxer, Atrrev Henry, Rainham, Essex, Harness Maker 
Chelmsford Ord May 9 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bonp, Sypnry Artuur, Terriers, High Wycombe, Grocer’s 
Manager May 30at12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
Caannina, WittiAm Cuarves, Handsworth, Builder May 
30 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Biyming- 
am ay 
Cuorren, Henpert Srerugn, Newport, Fssex, otor 
Engineer May 30 at 12.15 Railway Inn, OB any 
Essex 
CrackygLL, Freperick, Ipswith, Joiner 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Davies, Samugt, Rhosddu, Wrexham, Denbigh, Colliery 
Hooker May 30 at 10.30 The Priory, Wrexham 
Dopprives, WittiaAM Henry Tsaomas, Plymouth, Market 
Gardener May 8lat4 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 
Epvwasps, Grorer, Clifton hill, St John’s Wood, Estate 
Agent May 30 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Gazzarp, Witiiam, Wetton under Edge, Glos, Beerhouse 
Keeper May28at3 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 
Goopway, FN, Colchester, Tobacco Dealer June 10 at 11 
Cups Hotel, Colchester 


Iron- 


Bolton 


Peter- 


Pet May 14 


Dewsbury 


Pet 


May 31 at 12.30 


Adjud | 


| SPARKS, 


Pet | 





Ord May 18 | 








Hussey, Jouyx, Draycott mews, Kensington, Funeral 


Furnisher May 30 at 12 

Kzetey, Atsert, Ipswich, Grocer 
36, Princes st, Ipswich ~ 

May, Wivuiam, Cromwell rd, South Kensington May 30 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Norman, Avsert, Bridport, Net Manufacturer May 31 at 
1 Off. Ree, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Pert, James Henry, Worplesdon, Surrey, Physician May 
30 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Rocers, Joun Siwms, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
May 28 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Syev., Faepertck Hersert, Torpoint, Cornwall, Builder 
May 30 at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Joseph Hewyry, Landport, Portsmouth, Pork 
Butcher May 30at 4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High 
st, Portmouth 

Srockman WILi1AM Jouy, Lowesfoft,Grocer May 30 at 4 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

THomas, Wittram Artuur, Tenby, Pembroke, Grocer 
May 28 at 12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Tuompson, Wittiam Henry, Guilford st, Russell sq, 
Costumier June 2 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Vawn pe Water, Leopotp Lronce Encarp, Mannamead, 
Plymouth May 31 at 3.15 7, Buckland ter, Ply- 
mouth 

Waycort, Feank Witiiam, Exeter, Butcher 
10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
May 3lat2 Off Rec, 


June 1 at 


| Witsoyx, Henry, Accrington, Furniture Broker. May 28 at 


11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
ADJUDICATIONS., 
Anprews, Txomas, Upper st, Islington, Builder 
Court Pet April 20 Ord May 19 
Brixsoy, Ivor Gores, Treharris, Accountant Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet April22 Ord May 11 


High 


| Dagsisuine, Bernnarp Vernon, Foxcombe Hill, Berks, 


Mapmaker Oxford Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Davik, Joun Frimer, Gt Castle st, Electrican High Court 
Pet Mar 16 Ord May 17 

Davis, SamvueL, Rhosddu, Wrexham, Colliery Hooker 
Wrexham Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Dorsix, Epwin, Cardiff Cardiff Pet April 21 Ord May 14 

Dowss, Frank Georce, Marston, Oxford, Grocer’s 
Manager Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Evans, BensAmin, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Wheelwright 
Carmarthen Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Fixctinsoy, Percy Seymour, Scarborough 
Pet April? Ord May 13 

Garment, Herpert E, Harrow, Confectioner St Albans 
Pet Mar 31 Ord May 16 

Hatrtx, Joun, Talbot rd, Bayswater, Dramatic Agency 
High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord May 12 s 

Hart, Samuet Water, Wanstead, Essex, Coal Merchant 
High Court Pet April 4 Ord May 13 

Hooker, ALraeD Henry, Rainham, Essex, Harness Maker 
Chelmsford Ord May 17 

Hutt, Josera ArcnisaALp Montacur, Fulwell, Durham, 
Grocer Sunderland Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

James, WILLIAM Morgan, Mold, Fiint, Saddler Chester 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Leaou, Watter Crarkson, Garstang, Lancs, Pig Dealer 
Preston PetMay14 Ord May 14 

Lzemina, Rosert, Oldham, General Dealer Oldham Pet 
Pet April19 Ord May 13 

Morais, Coaries Paraicx, Erdington, Warwick, Iron- 
monger Birmingham Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Owen, Jonny Henry, Sam Owen, and Wituiam Henry 
Owen, Sheffield, Brick Manufacturers Sheffield Pet 
May 14 Ord May 14 

Peck, James, Middlesbrough, Plumber Middlesbrough 
Pet May2 Ord May 13 — = 

Ponton, Apert Louis, Warminster, Wilts, Builder 
Frome Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Paice, James Henry, and Epwin Bennett, Bolton, Builders 
Bolton Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Savers, ArtHuB’ Bonp, Clarges st, 
Court Pet Mar15 Ord Mayi12 ' 

Sexton, FREDERICK, Loughborough pk, Brixton, 
Cabinet Maker High Court Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Suarre, Atrrep, Castor, Northampton, Baker Peter- 
borough Pet May17 Ord May 17 

Sparks, JosernH Henry, Landport, Hants, Pork Butcher 
Portsmouth Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

Squire, Ricnarp, Heavitree, Devon, Commercial Traveller 
Exeter bet May 18 Ord May 18 

TayLoz, WitiaAM, Bury, Fancy Draper 
14 O1d May 14 

TaumpLee, Henry Sepastian, Clapham 
Mar 22 Ord May 12 

Van Gei per, A J, Stockwell rd, Tailor High Court Pet 
Mar 21 Ord May 12 

Watson, Witiiam, Leytonstone, Coal Merchant High 
Court Pet Maril Ord May 14 

Wascort, Frayk Wi tiam, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 

Wensres, Jonn Putri, Sparkhill, Worcester, Chandelier 
Manufacturer Birmingham Pet April 29 Ord May 14 

Wnrorron, James, Dudley, Fender Manufacturer Dudley 
Pet May 12 Ord May 13 

Wivuiamson, Grorce Litriesoun, Fieldway House, High- 
bury, Salesman HighCourt Pet May18 Ord May 18 

Woop, Asnotv, Morley, Yorks Dewsbury Pet May 14 
Ord May 14 

Yares, Joan, Runcorn, Tailor 

Ord May 14 


ADJUDICATION DISCHARGED, RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED, AND PETITION DISMISSED. 
Bartox-Waicat, Epwarp Wi uiam, Albemarle st, Picca- 
dilly, Electric Therapeutic Specialist Court of Appeal 
in Bankruptcy Pet July 31,1909 Ree Ord Nov 30, 1909 
Adjud Feb 7,1910 Resc Dis and Dis Pet May 6, 1910 
London Gazette.—TUESDaY, May 24, 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 

DRANE, ROBERT WILLIAM, Aslacton, Norfolk, Miller 
Norwich Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

GILDER, JAMES, Tankerton, Whitstable, Kent, School- 
master Canterbury Pet May 19 Ord May19 


Huddersfield 


Musician High 


Boiton Pet May 
High Court Pet 


Warrington Pet May 14 





HAGGETT, SAMUEL, Cadoxton, nr Barry, Glam, Assistant 
Timberman Cardiff Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

HOWELLS, THoMAS, Clydach Vale, Glam, Underground 
Havlier Pontypridd Pet May19 Ord May iy 

LAKER, EDWARD SOUTBEE, Wickhambreaux, Kent, v eneral 
Dealer Canterbury Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

PARR, JOSEPH, Mightingale In, Clapham Common, Ciyj] 
Servant Wandsworth Pet Marl Ord May 19 

Piatt, James, 8t Martin’s In, Woollen Warehouseman 
High Court Pet April 28 Ord May 23 

Reip, Frank, Woodhouse, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet May 
14 Ord May 14 

Remnant, Percy WatTeRvanpd, Bedford sq, Solicitor High 
Court Pet April2 Ord May 18 

Ricumonp, Tomas, Radcliffe on Trent, Notts, Nurseryman 
Nottingham Pet May 19 Ord May 19 ‘ 

Sats, Taomas Bowman, Hastings Hastings 
Ord May 21 

Strrupwick, Freperick WARREN, Richmond, Cheesemonger 
Wandsworth Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

TRENTHAM, WILMIAM HENRY, Victoria st, Consulting 
Engineer High Court Pet April 26 Orda May 19 

WHITAKER, HARRY, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet May 19 
Ord May 19 

WOOLLEY, EXNEST, Holme on Spalding Moor, Yorks, Miller 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

WRIGHT, JOHN ELSEY, Derby, Fish Salesman Derby Pet 
May 19 Ord May 19 

WYLD, HENRY G LOCKWOOD, Bradbourne Dene, Sevenoaks 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Mar16 Ord May 18 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

APPLEBY, GEORGE, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Baker June 1 at 12 
Off Kec, 47, Full st, Derby 

COLE, FREDERICK DANIEL, Hounslow, Decorator June 2 
at 12 14, Bedford row 

DUNNETI, FRANCIS ERNEST, St Stephen's gdns, Twicken- 
ham, Engineer June 2at3 14, Bedford row 

EVANS, WILLIAM JOHN, Abertillery, Mon, Collier June| 
atil Otf Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

HOWELLS, THOMAS, Clydach Vale, Glam, Underground 
Haulier June 2 at 11 St Catherine chmbrs, 8 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

LAZARUS, JOSEPH LAURENCE, Strand, Financier June 1 
at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MARKS, DAVID, Romford rd, Manor Park, Essex, Clothier 
June lat 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

NoprEs, WALTER HENRY, King st, Hammersmith, Under- 
taker Junelat12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PECK, JAMES, Middlesbrough, Plumber Junelatilz2 Off 
Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

PLATT, JAMES, St Martin’s In, Woolien Warehouseman 
June lat3 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

PONTON, ALBERT LOUIS, Warminster, Wilts, Builder June 
lat 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

REID, FRANK, Woodhouse, Leeds, Grocer 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

REMNANT, PERCY WATERLAND, Bedford sq, 
June 3at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SAUNDERS, GEORGE, Lowestoft, Smackowner June 2 at 
2.45 Suffolk Hotel, Lowestoft 

SEXTON, FREDERICK, Loughborough Park, Brixton, 
Cabinet Maker June 2 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Cerey st 

SHANE, ADOLF, Blaina, Mon, Pawnbroker June 1 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

SHEPHERD, LUKE, Bank Top, Darlington, Draper's Assis- 
tant Junel at11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 
ri, Middlesbrough 

SMEDLEY, JOHN WILLIAM, Derby, Music Teacher June 1 
at li Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

TRENTHAM, WILLIAM HENRY, Victoria st, Consulting 
Engineer June3at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WEBSTER, JOHN PHILIP, Sparkhill, Worcester, Chandelier 
Manufacturer June 1 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

WHITAKER, HARRY, Leeds, Tailor June 1 at 11.30 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

WILLIAMSON, GEORGE, Highbury, Salesman June 3 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Woop, ARNOLD, Morley, Yorks, Baker June 1 at 11 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 


Amended Notices substituted for those published in the 
ndon Gazette of May 13: 
Pocock, JAMES, Finsbury rd, Wood Green, Builder May 
z6at1lz 14, Bedford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


DRANE, ROBERT WILLIAM, Aslacton, 
Norwich Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

GILEER, JAMES, Tankerton, Whitstable, 
Canterbury Pet May19 Ord May ly 

HAGGETT, SAMUEL, Cadoxton, nr Barry, Assistant Timber- 
man Cardiff Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

HOWELL, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Seuthsea, Hants, Tailor 
Portsmouth Pet April23 Ord May 19 

HOWELLS, THOMAS, Clydach Vale, Glam, Underground 
Haulier Pontypridd Pet May 19 Ord Moy i9 

LAKER, EDWARD SOUTHEE,'Wickhambreaux, Keut, Draper 
Canterbury Pet May 21 Ord Mry 21 

PEET, JAMES HENRY, Worplesden, Surrey, Physician 
Guildford Pet April22 Ord May 21 

REID,. FRANK, Woodhouse, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
May 14 Ord May 149 

RICHMOND, THOMAS, Radcliffe on Trent, Notts, Nursery- 
man .ottingham Pet May19 Ord May ly 

ROBINSON, WILLIAM, Nitron st, Fulham Palace rd, FPro- 
vision Dealer High Court Pet Mar 30 Ord May 21 

SMITH, THOMAS BOWMAN, Hastings Hastings Pet May 21 
Ord May 21 

STRUDWICK, FREDERICK WARREN, Richmond, Cheese- 
monger Wandsworth Pet May 21 Ord Mey 21 

WHITAKER, HARRY, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet May 19 
Ord May 19 

WOOLLEY, ERNEST, Holme om Spalding Moor, Yorks, 
Miller Kingston upon Hull Pet May 19 Ord 
May 1 

WRIGHT, 
Pet May 19 


Pet May 21 


June 1 at ll 


Solicitor 


Off 


Norfolk, Miller 


Schoolmaster 


9 
JoHN Etsky, Derby, Fish Salesman Derby 
Ord May 19 





Nw 





